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Men THE VOICE OF THE MILLENNIUM? ВИНИ 


One year ago, in Spring 2010, we devoted 
the entire issue of the Trends Journal to "The 
Great War.” 

The reaction from subscribers and 
the media ranged from “bulls eye, finally 
somebody tells it like it is; to "plausible, but 
not in the immediate future” to “alarmist, fear 
mongering and pessimism porn.” 

A year later, right on-trend, much of the 
Middle East has imploded, civil wars are 
breaking out in Africa and NATO has shifted from its original cold war mission – 
to protect Europe from a Soviet-Russian threat - to regime change in Libya. And 
meanwhile, of course, the United States continues its occupation of Afghanistan 
and Iraq, making additional assaults into Pakistan with Predator drones sent to kill 
“suspected militants.” 

Yet, despite the dramatic escalation of violence and destruction, there’s 
evidently not enough blood flowing or bombs falling for the world at large to 
realize that these are not isolated incidents. 

One year ago, | wrote that | considered that Spring 2010 issue of the Trends 
Journal to be "among the most important" since we began publishing 20 years 
earlier. The geopolitical events of the past several months have not only borne 
out our forecasts, the timeline to the “Great War” is now accelerating even more 
rapidly than projected. 

The Trends Journal typically covers a broad spectrum of fields and provides 
trend forecasts and relevant profit opportunities. However, we deem the 
foreboding buildup to war to be a trend of such magnitude that we are devoting 
this entire issue to the onrushing conflict and its implications. 

We are aware that in today’s world of information overload, there are those who 
want their information in sound bites and a bullet-pointed “executive summary” 
format. While executive summaries have their place — reducing a long report or 
proposal to a brief analysis and primary conclusions for a busy business manager 
— some subjects do not lend themselves to drastic reduction. 

There is no executive summary for learning to play the piano, learning self- 
defense, or to tell a doctor how to arrive at a diagnosis. And there is no way to 
comprehend and prepare for the upcoming “1st Great War of the 21st Century” in 
sound bites and bullet points. 

We are providing subscribers with an ongoing “History of the Future,” even as 
that future unfolds, and in doing so, we are unique. A typical "history" is written 
after the fact and cannot recapture the emotion, flavor and tempo of times past – of 
a time not personally lived through and experienced. The Trends Journal is, in the 
truest sense ... a journal. 

Long-time subscribers know how often our forecasts have been proven correct, 
though the conventional "wisdom" backed by the usual coterie of politicians, 
pundits and the media promoted an opposite conclusion. Thus, when they look 
back to the Spring of 2011, they will undoubtedly misrepresent history. Either they 
will assert that "The 1st Great War of the 21st Century" did not begin in 2011, or 
they will claim that everyone knew it all along. 

But there is no time to wait for "history" to get written. Some will counsel to 
stay calm, take a deep breath (a White Shoe Boy favorite) and not overreact. But 
as the Fukushima nuclear plant disaster teaches, when an earthquake strikes and 
a tsunami follows, there aren't many escape options. A split second decision can 
mean life or death. This Trends Journal is a warning. We've sounded the alarm. 
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Ihe History of the Future: 
The 1* Great War of the 21* Century 


SPRING 2011 Even before Spring sprung, people 
were longing for a lift. The New Year had been rung in 
without the usual high hopes and grand expectations. At 
best, it came in with a mild burst of apprehensive opti- 
mism. Two years into the Great Recession, there was little 
to cheer about. 

What was touted by the business media as the rebirth 
of the all-American Santa Claus Christmas, upon closer 
scrutiny, did not justify the hype. That happy holiday 
shopping season began with the traditional Black Friday 
bang. Even before dawn, hordes of bargain hunters were 
piling up in front of the big-box doors, ready to trample 
anyone standing in the way of their securing a “loss lead- 
er” bargain while the limited supply lasted. 

The US consumer was back on track, once again max- 
ing out credit cards and going deeper in debt. The global 
equity markets rejoiced. Since consumption spending ac- 
counts for 70 percent of US GDP, it was held as self-evident 
that until consumers consumed more there would be no 
substantive recovery from the Great Recession. While the 
holiday season retail bounce-back was trumpeted non- 
stop by Washington and Wall Street, a careful analysis 
of the data identifying those actually responsible for the 
retail uptick received barely a broadcast blip. 


Rich Raise Spending With Little 
Help From Middle Class 
Rich shoppers are driving an increase in consum- 
er spending, bolstering a recovery that masks re- 
luctance among less affluent Americans to join in. 

Sales are up at Tiffany & Co. and Coach, Inc., 
buoyed by demand for $6,000 diamond pendants 
and $1,200 leather handbags as a stock-market 
surge pads the wallets of the wealthy. At the 
other end of the economic spectrum, Wal-Mart 
Stores, Inc., the world’s largest discount retailer, 
reports “everyday Americans” are living pay- 
check to paycheck as they await an improvement 
in job prospects. 

“The heavy lifting is being done by the upper- 
income households,” said Michael Feroli, a former 
Federal Reserve economist who is now chief US 
economist at JPMorgan Chase & Co. in New York. 


“They're the ones benefiting the most from the 
stock market rally, and they're spending.” 

The uneven progress in household expen- 
ditures, which account for about 70 percent of 
the economy, helps explain why Fed policy mak- 
ers likely will keep interest rates near zero and 
complete a second round of Treasury purchases. 
Unemployment averaged 9.6 percent last year, the 
highest rate since 1983, even as the expansion 


gathered speed. (Bloomberg, 18 January 2011) 


It made perfect dollars and sense. Corporate profits were 
booming and the equity markets had smartly rebounded. 
But in the US, with just 10 percent of the population own- 
ing 90 percent of all stocks, bonds and mutual funds, there 
were too few economic crumbs to distribute to the other 
90 percent of Americans. And those still lucky enough to 
have jobs had to get by on incomes that had been stagnant 
for a generation! 

According to IRS data, the income of the average 
American taxpayer (adjusted for inflation) had not moved 
since 1988, even as the richest 1 percent (those making 
$380,000 or more) saw their incomes grow 33 percent. 

Refusing to add up the numbers - which were a matter 
of public record - the Washington/Wall Street/Corporate 
media consensus was that as corporate confidence grew 
along with profits, job creation would follow. 

But the consensus was based upon flawed principles. 
The profits, both corporate and private, were concentrated 
at the top. For the man on the street, the outlook for em- 
ployment was growing dimmer as the pain of government- 
imposed austerity measures grew sharper. Wealth was not 
trickling down, nor were Jobs being created. 

For January, economic soothsayers had predicted 
146,000 to 187,000 new jobs. When only 36,000 were add- 
ed to the private sector, the US Secretary of Labor, Hilda 
Solis, took to the airwaves to put a positive spin on the 
bad news, asserting that the dismal figures were actually 
signs of progress. When interviewers on CNBC pointed 
out the crucial fact that 150,000 new jobs per month had 
to be created just to keep pace with population growth, 
Ms. Solis countered with secretarial authority: “... there's 
some underlying current here that's going on and it's hard 
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to explain to the public,” she 
fudged. Frustrated and un- 
charitably unwilling to swal- 
low the fudge, her CNBC 
host responded, “It’s hard to 
explain to me, too. Im not 
really following it at all." 

Actually  Soliss “аг- 
gument" was easily “ex- 
plained.” She was simply re- 
peating, in different words, 
the message sent out from 
the White House bully pul- 
pit. Putting his presidential 
seal on Solis's waffle, Mr. 
Obama declared, *We con- 
tinue to head in the right 
direction." 

It was the basic, one-size- 
fits-all explanation tendered 
by officials and their mouth- 
pieces and minions at every 
level of the government. 

Whether they're losing a war in Iraq or Afghanistan, 
losing a War on Drugs, losing a war on education (leav- 
ing behind millions of *No Child Left Behind") ... their 
invariable and predictable response was "we're moving in 
the right direction," “progress is being made.” Progress 
was always being made! Be patient - brilliant governmen- 
tal Ivy League graduates are hard at work serving the 
public and the situation is under control. 

The unspoken assumption is that we the people are not 
smart enough to understand the details, scope and com- 
plexities of their work. Nor are we, the general public, privy 
to the high level activity going on behind the scenes - and 
therefore, cannot be trusted to pass informed judgment. 


Brownie, You're Doing a Heck of a Job Even 
in the face of gross, unequivocal failure, progress is never 
not being made! NEVER do politicians and bureaucrats 
own up to incompetence. NEVER will they concede that 
they're in over their heads or even that they have made a 
mistake ... be it simple or egregious. 

In the same interview, Madam Secretary also promoted 
the "good news" that unemployment had fallen from 9.4 
percent to 9 percent in the course of a month. Alas, she did 
not explain that the reason for the decline was that once 
people gave up looking for jobs that were not available, the 
government took the statistical liberty of no longer count- 
ing them as unemployed. Out of sight and uncounted, those 
inconvenient jobless became invisible souls. 


Weighing in from his 
perch atop the Federal Re- 
serve, the self-described 
scholar of the Great De- 
pression, Ben Bernanke, 
chanted the "progress" 
mantra. 


Bernanke Strikes 


More Upbeat Note 
on Jobs 
Ben Bernanke, the 


chairman of the Fed- 
eral Reserve, has is- 
sued a more optimistic 
assessment of the state 
of the US jobs market, 
suggesting the 
tral bank believes at 
least some of the drop 
in the unemployment 
rate in recent months 
reflects an improvement in the economy. 
“Notable declines in the unemployment rate 
in December and January, together with im- 
provement in indicators of job openings and 
firms’ hiring plans, do provide some grounds for 
optimism on the employment front." (Financial 


Times, 9 February 2011) 


cen- 
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There were no "notable declines"! As demonstrated by 
John Williamss Shadow Government Statistics, the figures 
were arrived at through fraudulent statistical methodology. 

Days later, continuing to defend the indefensible, White 
House spokesman Jay Carney would insist the "goals" of 
President Obama's Recovery Act *have been met." Asked 
by a reporter to explain why unemployment was at 9 per- 
cent rather than below the 7 percent originally promised 
by the White House to justify the passage of a stimulus 
package, Carney dismissed the entire job creation issue: 
"We've said repeatedly that we don't want to relitigate the 
battles of the past." 

“Relitigate?” Curiously inept language for a Yalie and 
former Time magazine presstitute ... who, like so many 
mainstream media personalities, has navigated his way to 
prominence via the government/corporate revolving door. 

Lawsuits are “litigated.” Battles are not “litigated,” 
they are fought. But rather than fight a battle that could 
not be won, mouthpiece Carney weaseled and waffled 
around the issue of jobs, the issue that was central to any 
serious discussion of recovery. 
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“The reality, as time passed, was that the hole we were 
in ... this country was in as President Obama was sworn 
into office, was much deeper than even we knew in De- 
cember or November prior to then,” Carney claimed. “The 
job losses were much more extreme. The shrinking of the 
economy much greater. That was the reality that was not 
apparent to economists of all 
stripes ... the overall purpose 
and focus of the President's 
economic plans and policies 
were to ... save and create jobs, 
and there is no question that's 
what he achieved." 

No! There is no question — 
that is what he has not achieved. The jobs Obama prom- 
ised were not created. Only 45.4 percent of Americans had 
jobs in 2010, the lowest rate since 1983 and down from a 
peak of 49.3 percent in 2000. Last year, just 66.8 percent 
of American men had jobs, the lowest on record. 

Just as progress is always being made and no one is 
ever wrong or incompetent, so, when non-progress and in- 
competence are proved, the dodge becomes "the hole we 
were in ... was much deeper than even we knew." 

"Even we?" If the White Shoe know-it-alls on the 
White House team didn't know, and the “economists of 
all stripes" didn't know, how could anyone have known? 

In fact, there were any number of people, no doubt 
differently striped, ourselves among them, who were on 
record for correctly analyzing the scope of the shrinking 
economy and who correctly forecast the inability to create 
jobs in substantive numbers via the Recovery Act as the 
President promised. 

If a Cuban, North Korean or Iranian flunky had 
provided such an explanation, it would be dismissed 
by self-righteous American journalists and politicians 
as propaganda. But when a member of the DC/media 
revolving-door club delivers the brainwash, his fellow 
presstitutes parrot it to the public as credible reasoning. 


Off With Their Heads 2.0 Three years into the 


Great Recession, government leaders and central bank- 
ers in all the affected nations were insisting that recovery 
was underway and that their measures (stimulus, austerity 
and tax policies) were working ... albeit at a slower pace 
than predicted. 

But in 2011, slow wasn't fast enough for the billions 
of unemployed, underemployed, and those employed at 
subsistence wages. With the cost of everything going up 
- especially food prices, which hit historic highs — the 
natives were more than just restless, they were in re- 
volt. No longer believing empty promises and no longer 


^... When a member of the DC/media 
revolving-door club delivers the brainwash, 
his fellow presstitutes parrot it to the 
public as credible reasoning." 


frightened by their rulers, they took to the streets and 
manned the barricades. 

It was another trend long predicted in the Trends Jour- 
nal ... one that “economists of all stripes" failed to pre- 
dict. By the Autumn of 2010 we recognized its maturity 
and warned our readers of the imminence of its explosion: 
“Off With Their Heads 2.0” 
read our headline, capturing 
the revolutionary impulse of 
a people who could no longer 
ignore the toll that financial 
hardship was taking on their 
personal lives. Democracy, 
Theocracy, Monarchy - right, 
center, left — it had little to do with ideology, it was mostly 
a gut issue ... an empty gut issue. 

In the Winter Trends Journal, as Tunisians began to 
revolt, we wrote, "As long as economies decline, unem- 
ployment rises, taxes are raised while services are cut, and 
those at the top get richer and ever more powerful, what 
happened in Tunisia will be the model for the world and 
Journalism 2.0 (the Internet and social media) will be the 
voice of the Revolution, wherever it may occur." 

The spark that set off the uprisings that would topple 
the Tunisian government in a matter of weeks was the 
death of a young street vendor who set himself on fire 
to protest his vegetables being confiscated because he 
lacked the proper license. His act of self 1mmolation be- 
came a symbol of desperation and a goad to outrage for 
the millions of Tunisian youth that were unemployed or 
living on the margins. 

Tunisia and its “Jasmine Revolution.” In the years to 
follow, how many will remember that the first real shot of 
"The Ist Great War of the 21st Century" was fired in tiny 
Tunisia? Not only will few remember that date in Decem- 
ber 2010 when it all began, few will recall that poverty — 
not politics and not religion - was the chief provocation. 

But reducing history to simplistic brainwash in order to 
promote an agenda is as old as history itself. For example, 
in school they teach that World War I was triggered by the 
assassination of Archduke Ferdinand at Sarajevo, but they 
do not teach the complexities leading to that act, includ- 
ing imperial rivalries, a naval arms race between Britain 
and Germany, rising nationalism, territorial disputes, and 
lurking in the background, the oil rush. 

While Tunisia was still in the throes of revolt, the con- 
tagion spread to Egypt, the mammoth of the Middle East, 
with a population of 83 million. It was non-stop, front- 
page news for weeks, but even that turmoil would soon be 
eclipsed, and as time wore on, as with Tunisia, the issues 
behind the revolt would be reengineered to suit govern- 
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ment agendas and fixed ideologies. 

The Egyptian protestors jammed Tahrir Square on 
January 25, 2011, for essentially the same reasons the 
Tunisians revolted. It wasn't the Muslim Brotherhood 
- whose name alone instilled jihadist fears throughout 
the Western world - that was the invisible hand pulling 
strings behind the scenes. Nor was it foreign instigators 
or Al Qaeda operatives who sowed the seeds of the upris- 
ing ... though that's who the Egyptian Interior Ministry 
blamed at the outset — and that's what was parroted by so 
many media pundits and editorial commentators across 
the globe. Was this the beginning of a pan-Islamic Caliph- 
ate, as popular talk show host Glenn Beck warned? 

А review of the readily available facts reveal that the 
Muslim Brotherhood joined in the protests only after they 
were underway, but publicly stated that, when and if elec- 
tions were held, they would not field a presidential candi- 
date. Moreover, their movement represented, at most, 10 
to 15 percent of a population that, while devoutly Muslim, 
were opposed to living under fundamentalist Sharia Law. 

And, while there is an innate human desire for politi- 
cal freedom and for throwing off the bonds of authoritar- 
ian regime, the root causes of the Egyptian uprising were 
to be found in poverty, unemployment, overpopulation 
and lack of opportunity. 

Egypt was an uprising waiting to happen. As in Tuni- 
sia, where a ruling kleptocracy had concentrated the na- 
tion's wealth in the hands of an autocrat and his cronies, 
so too in Egypt the money at the top was barely trickling 
down to the man in the street. With some 40 percent of 
the population living below the poverty level, the average 
Egyptian worker taking home less than $10 a day, and 
with food prices at an all time high, what was also feed- 
ing the protests was the difficulty that people were having 
feeding themselves. 

Although the big news in January and February 2011 
was the unrest in the Middle East and North Africa, the 
same recipe for social upheaval - high food prices, unem- 
ployment and corruption at the top — was bringing bil- 
lions around the world to the breaking point: 


Thousands Protest Against 

High Food Prices In Delhi 
Thousands of people have gathered in the Indian 
capital, Delhi, to take part in a rally to protest 
against rising food prices and unemployment. 

A steady stream of protesters, carrying red 
flags, has been marching through the streets of 
central Delhi since early morning. 

Food inflation has been consistently rising in 


India, pushing up household budgets. 


The cost of pulses, milk, wheat, rice and veg- 
etables has gone up sharply. Finance Minister 
Pranab Mukherjee has said food prices are an 


"area of concern." (BBC, 23 February 2011) 


With no "national interest" to protect, no friendly auto- 
crat, monarch or dictator to shore ир, and no unfriendly 
autocrat, monarch or dictator to bring down - unable to 
blame the India uprising on Al Qaeda, the Muslim Broth- 
erhood, foreign intervention, Iran, Cock Robin or Mother 
Goose - the Washington wind bags and media blowhards 
remained silent and the story received scant coverage. 


Trend Forecast: Yes, history was in the making, but what 
kind of history was being made? With each new outbreak, 
yesterday's outbreak became yesterday's news. In fact, the 
unrest was cumulative and global, and persistent attempts 
to isolate the individual disruptions had the effect of dis- 
guising the “Great Unraveling” that would lead to “The 
lst Great War of the 21st Century.” 


It was not just the Middle East and North Africa that were 
on the brink. Hundreds of thousands took to the street 
in India, Asia's third-largest economy and home to more 
than a billion people. What would it take for governments 
and the media to acknowledge the big picture? 

Were they blind, or were they just inept? Despite the 
incessant drumbeat of self-promotion as an exclusive fra- 
ternity of the "best and the brightest,” was it possible that 
the best and the brightest (government/business leaders 
and media celebrities) were, in reality, often stupid people 
making stupid decisions and getting away with them? In- 
deed, a paper trail of irrefutable evidence proved an un- 
broken sequence of egregious policy failures, covered up 
and/or spun by media whores: the presstitutes. 

Whateverthe case, a gullible public persists in its child- 
ish acceptance of "authority." Jobs lost, homes foreclosed, 
taxes raised, services cut, pensions gone, Wall Street and 
banks robbing them in broad daylight, kids living at home 
unable to earn a living wage ... other kids, out of despera- 
tion, volunteering to become cannon fodder in doomed 
wars initiated by psychotic politicians ... yet, after all the 
suffering, loss and humiliation they've been subjected to, 
a majority, especially in America, tamely submit. 

Too insecure to think on their own or challenge what 
they're told, the majority have no idea of what's in store. 
Countries were toppling at a rate not witnessed in mod- 
ern history! Unlike those fictitious “dominoes” that Cold 
War hawks said would topple if Vietnam - and other 
"commie" countries — werent stopped, these dominoes 
were the real deal. 
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By the time "The lst 
Great War of the 21st Cen- 
tury" is officially declared, 
why it happened and who 
was behind it will have been 
obscured. Scapegoats will be 
found and sacrificed, as the 
underlying causes will be 
twisted to inflame patriotic 
fervor to rally nations against 
a "common" enemy. 

Would this war be so 
widespread, so horrific and 
so deadly that it would fi- 
nally be the wake-up call to 
the human race and prove 
to be - at last - the “War to 
End all Wars"? 

Or would “The First and 
Last Great War of the 2lst 
Century” be fought at a level 
horrific enough to fulfill the 
famous Albert Einstein prophecy: “I know not with what 
weapons World War Ш will be fought, but World War IV 
will be fought with sticks and stones.” 

However, in the Winter of 2011, what to us at the 
Trends Journal was a non-stop sequence of ominous and 
well-publicized harbingers and omens, for the vast ma- 
jority, the events playing out in the streets were still a 
world away. Beyond the spike in oil prices, the spreading 
violence was of little immediate concern to them. In the 
US, for example, the average American was more inter- 
ested in who'd win the Oscars and who was the best and 
worst dressed on the Red Carpet than in the latest deadly 
flare-ups in distant well-off Oman ... to say nothing of the 
uproar in Libya, the carnage in Yemen and Bahrain, the 
continuing revolution in Tunisia, the new military crack- 
down on protestors in Egypt. 

Even in the richest of the oil-rich countries, Saudi Ara- 
bia and Kuwait, the formula for protest was EXACTLY 
the same: rising food prices, high unemployment, and a 
corrupt entrenched government. And the protests were 
fomented and organized by EXACTLY the same highly 
educated, unemployed, Internet savvy/social media-con- 
nected youth demographic. The only difference was that 
the wealthier potentates (kings, sheikhs, emirs, sultans) 
were willing to spread around some of their extra cash, 
hoping to calm the restless natives. 

There were other hot spots as well, where dozens a day 
were being slaughtered. But since there was no oil to claim 
or national security interests to conjure up, the United 


“Don’t drink the Kool-Aid. Think for yourself” 


States and the UN brushed off 
the carnage as just another day 
in the life of unruly Africa. 
Cocoa beans from the Ivory 
Coast, the potential to mine 
resource-rich Congo, corner 
the frankincense market in 
Somalia or plunder whatever 
else could be turned into prof- 
it from poor African nations — 
these weren't sufficient incen- 
tive to moralize about human 
rights or contemplate foreign 
intervention to rescue suffer- 
ing people. 

The Great War? It wasnt 
even a consideration. For it 
to become a consideration 
would entail adding up facts 
and weighing possibilities ... 
which we were doing but oth- 
ers werent. Both the people 
and the press seemed oblivious. Life went on. 


Anthony Freda/Acme Illoz 


The Trends Journal Edge The primary purpose 
of this issue of the Trends Journal is to prepare you for the 
coming Great War. 

For making this forecast we will be called “alarmists” 
and purveyors of “pessimism porn" by presstitutes and 
politicians - just as we were when we correctly predicted 
the Great Recession and the Panic of '08. Now, as then, 
we present what we consider the relevant facts and leave it 
up to our readers to judge their relevance and validity for 
themselves ... and to prepare appropriately. 

Given the extreme complexity of this tumultuous peri- 
od and the velocity with which momentous events succeed 
each other, the only realistic imponderable we can see at 
this time is the precise timeline to war. If we are correct, 
these are among the preparations you may consider: 


m hecognize government/media propaganda for what 
it is and, depending on who you are and how strongly 
you stand by your convictions — oppose it and expose it. 
ш Don't buy into the upcoming round of “either you're 
with us or against us" patriotic zealotry. 

m Refuse to support the next "Coalition of the Will- 
ing" (that would be reincarnated as “The Broad Coali- 
tion") in its rush to war until you are personally satis- 
fied that the evidence justifying it is incontrovertible. 
Don't take the word of the next Colin Powell, George 
W. Bush or Tony Blair, the gang that took fraudulent 
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evidence from a single, notoriously unreliable source, 
(“Curveball”), and trumped it up as the rationale for 
invading Iraq. 

ш Be aware that in these volatile times anything can 
happen, anywhere and at any time. With no warn- 
ing, terror and turmoil that seemed a world away can 
break out next door and overnight. Are you going to 
be prepared? 

ш Do not rule out a worst-case scenario. Remember 
Gerald Celente’s survival mantra – GC’s “3 Gs”: Gold, 
Guns and a Getaway. 


m Don't drink the Kool-Aid! Think for Yourself. 


Adding up the Facts/Countering the Spin 
No sound judgments can be made for strategies to deal 
with the onrushing future without having a sound grasp 
of what happened and why ... and who's behind what. It's 
the very basis of the trend-tracking formula: Understand- 
ing how we got here and knowing where we are so that we 
can see where we're going. 

The first expressions of massive public outrage took 
place in Europe back in 2010, not in North Africa or the 
Middle East. Yet, when historians, scholars, experts and 
policy makers recount the “how we got here" phase in 
tracking the trend to war, this will be the first spin spun — 
that it all started in the Arab nations. 

It did not. The rising cries of outrage began in Greece 
on 5 May 2010. In protest against harsh austerity mea- 
sures imposed on the people in exchange for a $100 bil- 
lion bailout, intended to prevent the nation from default- 
ing on its sovereign debt (itself brought on by government 
and financial sector collusion and accounting fraud), hun- 
dreds of thousands of Greeks took to the streets. 


SCREW THE PEOPLE 

With debt burdens increasing and economic conditions 
deteriorating among other European nations, Greek-style 
strikes and riots erupted sporadically throughout the year. 
Determined to bail out banks and rescue failing financial 
institutions at the expense of the people, governments de- 
vised a variety of inflammatory stratagems. Higher taxes 
were levied on the working public while tax breaks were 
maintained for multinational corporations. Public servic- 
es, pensions, benefits and wages were cut as retirement 
ages and tuition fees were raised. Everything cost more 
and almost everyone got less. 

But as bad as conditions were, and as quickly as they 
were deteriorating, most of the affected countries still had 
social safety nets in place that provided some level of pro- 
tection. However widespread the discontent, it stopped 
short of revolution. At this juncture, Europeans still be- 


lieved in democracy and the power of the ballot box to 
bring about change. But as years passed and time would 
tell, replacing one corrupt, self-serving party with an- 
other corrupt, self-serving party would only temporarily 
assuage the anger, and a change of parties would bring no 
change at all. 

While the belief in democracy would buy time for Eu- 
ropeans, no such mitigating factor applied to North Af- 
rica or the Middle East, where there were no safety nets, 
no pretensions to democracy and therefore no illusions 
on the street that dialogue could influence government 
policy. When the combination of rising prices, youth un- 
employment and flagrant corruption made life intolerable, 
revolution was the inevitable consequence. 


Tunisia The first “shot heard around the world” was 
fired in Tunisia. When it first broke out in December 
2010, the noisy cadre of rabble-rousing talk show hosts, 
politicians and neocon war-hawks in the US attempted 
to spin the revolt as an Islamic jihad. However, try as 
they might, at that point, the overwhelmingly contradic- 
tory evidence kept such claims from gaining immediate 
credence. Nevertheless, however unfounded, the seeds of 
disinformation were sown and would go on to produce an 
abundant harvest of unsupported Islamophobia. Not only 
did hard core Islamists play no role in the revolts, their 
leaders were in exile and, by all accounts, the Tunisian 
uprising followed a strictly secular, economically-driven 
script. As we wrote in the Winter 2010 Trends Journal, just 
days after the government fell: 


After 23 years of authoritarian rule and corrup- 
tion, and with the country experiencing soaring 
youth unemployment and sharply rising pric- 
es, there were plenty of reasons for Tunisians 
to take to the streets. But it was the damag- 
ing WikiLeaks releases of US State Department 
cables that provided the people with a graphic, 
behind-the-scenes picture of a Tunisian klep- 
tocracy run by a Mafiaesque elite that pushed 
the people over the brink. 

Bypassing the tightly controlled government 
media, the revolution came together largely 
though informal online networks - Facebook, 


Twitter, Flickr, MySpace, YouTube, etc. 


When the Tunisian government toppled, the mass media 
and politicians wondered if citizens of other Arab nations 
would be emboldened to challenge autocratic and corrupt 
governments. Yes, they would, but the revolts would not 
be solely Arab-centric. They were manifestations of our 
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“Off With Their Heads” trend, which forecast a "long war 
between the people and the ruling classes." 

It was the student and worker revolts spilling into the 
streets of Europe that led to our forecast, not national- 
ity, religion and ethnicity. The imposition of draconian 
austerity measures - higher taxes, tuition hikes, lost 
benefits, curtailed services, public sector job cuts - had 
young and old raging against a rigged system that pan- 
dered to the privileged and punished the proles. “Тоо 
few have much too much, and too many have much too 
little,” said Gerald Celente. “When the money stops flow- 
ing to the man on the street, the blood starts flowing on 
the street.” 


Egypt Apart from the generation old enough to remem- 
ber the onset of World War IL, no one alive had witnessed 
anything like the speed and global spread of the violent 
geopolitical events that would lead to “The Ist Great War 
of the 21st Century.” 

Only octogenarians had a living memory of those times 
and few among them had informed personal perspectives 
on the details of the lead-up to WW П. But absent from 
the media coverage (devoted to what would become the 
“Great Unraveling”) were the experiential insights from 
those rare informed elders. Perhaps this was why so few 
noticed that once again — as it has done throughout its 
course - history was effectively repeating itself. It was 
like covering an old standard; the tune was the same; the 
rhythm, beat and performers were different. 

How could people not see the similarities between the 
Panic of '08 and the Crash of 1929, or that currency wars 
and incipient trade wars of 2011 were scarcely different 
from the currency and trade wars of the 1930s? Was it 
not obvious that the Great Depression was mirrored in the 
Great Recession of the early 21st century, and that the 
only reason conditions, bad as they were, didn't look worse 
was because the dying economy had been put on a finan- 
cial respirator that pumped trillions of digital dollars into 
the system? 

Thus, when the people of Egypt swiftly followed Tuni- 
sia's lead, connections were not made and obvious conclu- 
sions were not drawn. 

On 25 January 2011, Egyptian protestors, in an un- 
precedented battle of wills against the notoriously ruth- 
less police, refused to disperse and - despite fatalities, 
beatings and clouds of tear gas - held their ground. As 
had the young Tunisians, who forced the downfall of 
their corrupt, entrenched dictator, the students of Egypt 
demanded that their corrupt, entrenched dictator, Hosni 
Mubarak, step down. 

^| would not refer to him as a dictator," declared US 


Vice President Joe Biden in the course of a PBS interview. 
And asked if Mubarak should resign, Biden replied un- 
equivocally (for a change), “No, I think the time has come 
for President Mubarak to begin to move in the direction 
that - to be more responsive to some of the needs of the 
people out there." 

Not a dictator? Mubarak, former commander of the Air 
Force, had been in power for 30 years. Upon taking office 
he had imposed a draconian Emergency Law that gave 
him complete control of the government. With political 
opponents and young activists routinely tortured, impris- 
oned without trials and sent to hidden detention centers, 
there was no possibility for “free” elections. 

“Mubarak has been an ally of ours in a number of 
things and he's been very responsible on, relative to 
geopolitical interests in the region, Middle East peace 
efforts, the actions Egypt has taken relative to normal- 
izing the relationship with Israel ... ," Biden nostalgi- 
cally waxed. 

It was more than just a 21st century replay of US Sec- 
retary of State Cordell Hull's defense of the Dominican 
Republic's notorious dictator, Rafael Trujillo: “Не may 
be a son-of-a-bitch, but he is our son-of-a-bitch.” In the 
world according to Joe Biden, Mubarak - whom he spoke 
with “fairly regularly" — was not even an 5.0.В., much 
less a dictator. 


OFF-TREND, AGAIN 


Additional vice-presidential discourse made clear that 
Washington had no understanding of the magnitude of 
the Egyptian uprising and had absolutely no sense of 
where it would lead. Asked if countries across the Middle 
East would be caught up in a “domino effect" similar to 
that which swept across the former Soviet states, Biden 
said no. "These nations are very dissimilar. They're simi- 
lar in the sense that they're Arab nations, dissimilar in the 
circumstance," bumbled Biden. 

In the first days of the historic Egyptian Revolution, 
US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton picked up where 
Biden left off. “Our assessment is that the Egyptian gov- 
ernment is stable and is looking for ways to respond to the 
legitimate needs and interests of the Egyptian people,” 
she incorrectly assessed. 

As the protests mounted and Mubarak's grip on pow- 
er weakened, the Secretary of State warned against his 
hasty exit and gratuitously provided her prescription for 
what ailed the Egyptian people. “I think with a concerted 
effort, with the kind of timelines and concrete steps I’m 
calling for, it could be done,” she said. “As the enormity of 
the organizational challenge is confronted by responsible 

(Continued on page 12) 
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Trend Tracking Lesson: Beltway Blindsided ... Again! 


hile we did not pick North Africa and Middle 

East regimes as the first to topple, we correctly 

identified the volatile mix of ingredients that 
would bring the educated young out into the street in num- 
bers sufficient to bring down governments. Thus, when riots 
first broke out in Tunisia in mid-December 2010, it was a signal 
our forecast would be borne out ... a signal that, despite an 
$80 billion annual budget, the CIA and other US intelligence 
agencies were unable to decipher. 


Obama disappointed with US National 
Intelligence for not predicting Egypt unrest 
WASHINGTON — US intelligence agencies are drawing 
criticism from the Oval Office and Capitol Hill that they 
failed to warn of revolts in Egypt and the downfall of an 

American ally in Tunisia. (AP, 4 February 2011) 


It was further reported that the President, though "con- 
cerned," had not ordered any significant changes within the 
US intelligence community. In other words, they would be al- 
lowed to continue doing what they were doing, even though 
they were not very good at doing it. Any for-profit business 
run along similar lines would have gone out of business long 
ago ... or would have radically restructured itself to correct 
its failings. But not in government, where from top to bot- 
tom, it's "Brownie, you're doing a heck of a job" — especially 
if Brownie's got stars on his uniform or is with the ЕВ! or CIA 
(members of which are Trends Journal subscribers who pre- 
sumably overlooked or dismissed our forecasts made prior 
to the Tunisian and Egyptian uprisings). 

Once again, whether it be a failure to forecast economic 
upheaval or being blindsided by a revolution in the making, 
the Beltway's best insisted that if they didn't see it coming, no 
one could have. "It has taken not just us, but many people, by 
surprise," Mike Mullen, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
explained to The Daily Show host, comic-in-chief, Jon Stewart 
and his Comedy Central audience of 20-somethings. 

Who could imagine the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff appearing with comedian Milton "Uncle Milty" Berle 
during the height of the Cuban Missile Crisis? 

Apart from the tacit admission of ineptitude, this was also 
an unwitting portrait of a brave new America. The leader of 
the world's most powerful armed forces ingratiates himself 
with his audience by showing his appreciation for "the won- 
derful excitement generated" by the preceding guest, Justin 
Bieber, a 16-year-old pop heartthrob of the bubble gum set! 

The “many people" Mullen claimed were taken "by sur- 
prise" did not include subscribers to the Trends Journal. On 
December 17th, just days before thousands of young Tuni- 


sians took to the streets, we sent subscribers and the world 
press a synopsis of our "Top Trends of 2011." Among them: 


Youth of The World Unite 
University degrees in hand yet out of work, in debt and 
with no prospects on the horizon, feeling betrayed and 
angry, forced to live back at home, with time on their 
hands and testosterone surging through their bodies — 
young adults and 20-somethings are mad as hell, and 
they're not going to take it anymore. 

Educated enough to understand that they will ulti- 
mately have to shoulder the debt burden acquired by 
their governments, as well as suffer from austerity mea- 
sures, they are also savvy enough to know that if they 
don't fight "against the machine" now, they will be run 
over by it for the rest of their lives. Filled with vigor, rife 
with passion, but not mature enough to control their 
impulses, the confrontations they engage in will often 
escalate disproportionately. 

Anyone wondering about what happened to the pro- 
test spirit of earlier decades will discover that all it takes 
to get youth back into the streets is a developed sense 
of the personal price that is being exacted from them. 

Government efforts to exert control and return the 
youth to quiet complacency will be ham-fisted and in- 
effectual. Each small success and perceived incidence 
of government "caving" will lead to intensified protest. 
The Revolution will be televised ... blogged, YouTubed 
and Twittered. 


Embodied in this example is a valuable trend tracking les- 
son about the importance of knowing that those in authority 
who pretend to know, don't know, and that it is up to you 
to carefully examine and analyze what's being presented as 
informed opinion upon which important policy will be based. 

Yet the whole production is nothing more than bad the- 
ater, starring bad actors dressed in medal-heavy military uni- 
forms or the politically correct attire of the day, standing in 
front of the appropriate government seal. 

In Act One they admit that nobody knew what was coming. 
In Act Two they insist that nobody knew what was coming. In 
Act Three they stand tall, and in well-tuned authoritative voic- 
es they boldly proclaim the course of action that must be fol- 
lowed in order to solve the problems they didn't see coming! 

And, no matter how many times the show is repeated, the 
public at large, by and large, buys the act and follows their 
leaders to the predictable unhappy ending. Until, or unless, 
this vicious cycle is broken and the fraud is exposed for what 
it is: no "Change that Anyone Can Believe In" is possible. 
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(Continued from page 10) 
leaders of the protests and the opposition, they're saying, 
‘O.K., we've got work to do.” 

“T think with a concerted effort"? The “kind of con- 
crete steps I’m calling for”? 

This was the world according to Hillary Clinton. Take 
a deep breath, listen to what she says, and everything 
will be just fine. I know best! 

The “work” envisaged by Mme. Secretary entailed 
“an orderly transition” to replace the dictator Washing- 
ton had provided with 30 years of support and $40 bil- 
lion in aid. To maintain “stability” she called for: the 
establishment of political parties, the emergence of op- 
position leaders, an amended Constitution and the as- 
semblage of voter rolls ... along with hamburger rolls 
and hot dog rolls to stuff all this pompous, self-serving 
baloney into. 

“President Mubarak remains utterly critical in the 
days ahead as we sort our way toward the future,” sec- 
onded the White House’s esteemed special envoy to 
Cairo, former Ambassador to Egypt, Frank Wisner, who 
asserted that Mubarak “must stay in office in order to 
steer those changes through.” 

“We sort our way”? Who's “we” and who's the “our” 
that will “sort” the “way to the future”? Doubtless Mr. 
Wisner was entitled to chart the course Egypt would 
take due to his weeks of standing shoulder to shoulder 
with fellow valiant protestors beating back brutal police, 
dodging bullets and camping out in Tahrir Square. 

Also weighing in on Washington’s side by emphasiz- 
ing the dictator’s positive qualities, former British Prime 
Minister Tony Blair called Mubarak “immensely coura- 
geous and a force for good.” 

The party line toed by most Western leaders and Mid- 
dle East monarchs was that, while there was a need for 
reform, Egypt, like Rome, could not be built in a day and 
change must come about in an orderly fashion. 

When it became clear that the presumptuous procla- 
mations issued ex cathedra by Obama, Clinton, Wisner, 
Blair or some other high authority would have no ef- 
fect on the millions of Egyptian protestors demanding 
Mubarak’s ouster, the tide finally turned. Only when the 
wind shifted irrevocably would politicos change tack, 
reverse direction and pretend this was the course set 
from the beginning. 

In the ensuing weeks, thousands of television hours 
and reams of newsprint would be devoted to the Tahrir 
Square protests organized and initiated by the Coalition 
of the Youth of the Revolution. Compressing this over- 
whelming welter of information, opinion and analysis 
into manageable form reveals a telling sequence. 


New Lyrics, Same Tune With each new fall- 
ing domino, the initial reaction by the United States was 
the same. In those nations where the US had “national 
security interests,” the script began with expressions of 
support for the ruling regime. It didn’t matter at all how 
brutal, corrupt, and undemocratic the country’s ruler was, 
as long as he was an ally. 

However, in each case Washington would adjust the 
storyline to accommodate changing circumstances. As 
protests escalated and it became clear the regime was 
faltering, the US would edit its script. Without skipping 
a beat, “support” morphed into a solicitous plea for an 
“orderly transition.” The assumption was that when Wash- 
ington spoke, the whole world would, and should, listen. 
Countless media hours were devoted to debating the nu- 
ances of each Presidential statement and how the wind in 
the air would alter the facts on the ground. 

But angry mobs on the ground, with their own agendas 
to pursue and unswayed by counsel from foreign meddlers 
a world away, were paving their own way into history. As 
blood flowed, regimes fell and friendly dictators were de- 
posed, Washington would again revise its script. 

Now, as though it had been US policy all along, effusive, 
unrestrained praise was showered upon the courageous pro- 
testors who had put their lives on the line for “democracy.” 

Celebrating the overthrow of Hosni Mubarak, President 
Obama declaimed, “The people of Egypt have spoken, 
their voices have been heard, and Egypt will never be the 
same. By stepping down, President Mubarak responded 
to the Egyptian people’s hunger for change ... Egyptians 
have made it clear that nothing less than genuine democ- 
racy will carry the day.” 

The people of Egypt had been speaking for decades, but 
their voices had been ignored. Їп an orgy of letting bygones- 
be-bygones, Washington would make no reference to the 
billions spent shoring up the now-fallen tyrant over the 
course of decades. Forgotten was the blind eye turned to 
the jailing and torture of dissenters, the summary quashing 
of all opposition, the flagrant cronyism and corruption that 
were hallmarks of Egypt’s and the other toppling regimes. 

Mubarak was not responding to “the Egyptian people’s 
hunger for change”! The country was riven by revolution 
and he was forced to abdicate. 

Left out of Obama’s Presidential oratory was the irre- 
futable fact that America would have kept funding and 
supporting the Mubarak regime had the people not taken 
to the streets and taken matters into their own hands. The 
US had no history of attempting to bring “genuine democ- 
гасу” to Egypt or to any other undemocratic North African 
or Middle Eastern regimes that it did business with (or 
that did its business). 
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Bahrain Taking its cue from 
Egypt and Tunisia before it, Bah- 
rain spontaneously combusted into 
revolt and into the headlines for 
many of the same basic reasons; 
high youth unemployment, bleak 
prospects for the future, and rapidly 
rising prices. Added to that mix was 
an absolute monarchy that had been 
in power for two centuries, and long 
simmering sectarian resentments г 
between a ruling Sunni minority „ә 
and a repressed Shiite majority. "31 

Because Iran, Bahrain’s neigh- 
bor across the Gulf of Oman, is pre- 
dominantly Shia, the noisiest Amer- 
ican talk show hosts and neocons 
accused Iran of being an unseen 
hand stirring up the protests. How- 
ever, according to WikiLeaked 2008 
US embassy cables, there was no evidence of Hezbollah or 
Iranian-connected sleeper cells in Bahrain, and therefore 
nothing material to substantiate the accusations. 

Moreover, as eye-witnessed in the news coverage, the 
protests were initially bipartisan, and not a battle of em- 
powered Sunni vs. marginalized Shia. In early February 
2011, after dozens were mowed down by government forc- 
es, the chant of the revolutionaries was “No Sunni, No 
Shia, Just Bahraini!” 

Over several weeks, the demonstrations escalated de- 
spite government attempts to quash them. The US response 
to the violence perpetrated by Bahraini authorities was 
muted and equivocal. The headlines captured the mood: 


US Backs Bahrain Royalty, 
Varying Playbook on Revolt 
The U.S. is stepping up its support for Bahrain’s 
beleaguered ruling family, throwing a lifeline to 
a key ally and signaling Washington’s willingness 
to vary its approach depending on its strategic in- 
terests and the willingness of autocratic leaders to 


respond to popular protests. (WSJ, 2 March 2011) 


The DC storyline was that the Bahraini Royal family was 
really a bunch of nice guys doing their best to bring about 
reform. But hundreds of thousands of angry citizens in 
the streets saw it differently. “Bahrainis Fear the US Isn't 
Behind Their Fight for Democracy.” (NYT, 5 March 2011) 


There was a solid, *moral" rationale behind Washington's 
ambivalence. It was called the *Fifth Fleet." 
Headquartered in Bahrain, the Fleet represented a key 


US strategic interest, serving as a 
bulwark against Iranian influence 
in the region while assuring that 
oil flowed freely through the Strait 
of Hormuz and the Gulf. 

Some regarded — Washington's 
policy as a necessary pragmatism. 
We called it a double standard. On 
the one hand, the US harshly con- 
demns certain regimes that com- 
mit egregious human rights viola- 
tions. On the other hand, it cuddles 
up to equally repressive regimes to 
protect "strategic interests" — a eu- 
phemism for “You have something 
that we want and need and we'll do 
anything we have to do to make 
sure we get it." 

As the Middle East descended 
into chaos, each tailor-made US 
response would provide a variant of the same foreign 
policy formula, one that combined equal parts of inepti- 
tude, hypocrisy and an insatiable need to meddle in the 
affairs of foreign sovereign nations. And Bahrain was a 
signature example. 


US Officials Offered 
Rosy Assessment of Bahrain 
Before Recent Crackdown 
WASHINGTON — At a town hall-style meeting in 
Bahrain two months ago, Secretary of State Hill- 
ary Rodham Clinton got a pointed question from 
a member of Bahrain's Parliament: was the United 
States letting Bahrain, a Persian Gulf ally, off the 
hook for a string of arrests of lawyers and human 


rights activists? (NYT, 19 February 2011) 


Anthony Freda/Acme Illoz 


Misjudging the extent of the mounting discontent, Ms. 
Clinton declared, “I see the glass as half full. I think the 
changes that are happening in Bahrain are much greater 
than what I see in the region and beyond." 

Whether due to an inability to see the mega-trend in 
the making “in the region and beyond" - or not wanting 
to see what it didn't want to see because it wasn't sup- 
portive of “strategic interests,” once again Washington was 
ill-prepared for what would happen. It was yet another *no 
one saw it coming" moment and yet another instance of 
America's double standard. ог friendly Bahrain - which 
according to leaked US Embassy cables was torturing dis- 
sidents and arresting activists - the "elass was half full." 
For unfriendly nations or countries in which the US had 
no "strategic interests," the glass would be totally empty. 
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Үетеп By late January 2011, with the clarion call 
summoning unemployed youth, the working poor and 
the second class citizens throughout the region to rise 
up against the privileged ruling few, another domino be- 
gan to topple. 

Yemen, notoriously corrupt, was the poorest and least 
developed of the nations in the region (an estimated 50 
percent of its 23 million people live on $2 or less a day). 
When a student-led Day of Rage turned into open revolt, 
Ali Abdullah Saleh, Yemen's ruler since 1978, stamped 
it out with deadly force. 

As days of rage extended into weeks of rage, and as 
protests grew in intensity and magnitude, so too did the 
Saleh regime’s clampdown. Hundreds were wounded 
as peaceful university sit-ins were stormed by security 
forces; protestors were killed in other demonstrations 
springing up around the country; and journalists cover- 
ing the protests were attacked and beaten. 

A fragile tribal coalition that had been cobbled to- 
gether by Saleh over the years - through patronage, 
threats and bribes - began to unravel. “Key Tribal Chief 
Demands That President of Yemen Resign,” read a New 
York Times headline to a story that bore witness to the 
tenacity of ancient rivalries and the complexity of con- 
flicts. (NYT, 27 February 2011) 

Uncle Sam - champion of civil rights, crusader for 
democracy and long distance runner on the moral High 
Road - once again put his interests ahead of his princi- 
ples. This time the justification for hypocrisy was not oil 
but the War on Terror. "In Washington, Obama adminis- 
tration officials say that of all the Arab countries now in 
chaos, they worry most about the fate of Mr. Saleh, who 
has been crucial to American efforts to combat Al Qaeda 


in the Arabian Peninsula." (NYT, 27 February 2011) 


THE S.O.B. CLUB 


With each passing week of riots, concern that civil un- 
rest would erupt into civil war increased, and the Obama 
administration feared that a power vacuum would be 
created should Saleh and his clan lose control of the mil- 
itary and intelligence agencies. In another version of *He 
may be an S.O.B., but he’s our S.O.B.," Garry Reid, the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special Opera- 
tions and Combating Terrorism, said, "In my view, it's 
the best partner we'll have and hopefully it will survive." 
It was similar to a message that had also been de- 
livered, just weeks earlier, by Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton during a visit to Yemen. “We face a common 
threat, the terrorists of Al Qaeda,” she said. 
Pontificating from the steps of the presidential palace, 
Ms. Clinton further defined the partnership between the 


two countries. It would not be limited to “short-term 
threats," and, furthermore, the United States supports 
"an inclusive political process that will in turn support a 
unified, prosperous, stable, democratic Yemen." 

There never was and (short of a miracle) never would 
be "a unified, prosperous, stable, democratic Yemen." 
This absurd prospect - earnestly and piously pro- 
nounced in the face of history and the overwhelmingly 
contrary facts on the ground - was but another instance 
of a smug, blowhard American official delivering idiotic 
platitudes - which the mainstream presstitutes reported 
without comment, as though they were sound, valid and 
achievable goals. 

However different America's public responses to the 
revolts convulsing the region appeared, there was a com- 
mon policy thread that linked them: 


m Each case exposed the futility of American at- 
tempts to influence and control the destinies of the 
various nations they decided to meddle in. 

m Each exposed the US government's intelligence 
failures in identifying the crisis in the making. 

m Unable to pro-act, ad hoc knee-jerk reactions mas- 
queraded as plans and policies and would prove, in 
each case, inadequate in dealing with the crisis once 
it broke out. 

m And finally, having gotten everything else wrong, 
not only would the government incorrectly predict 
the outcome, they'd blame everyone but themselves 
when the future differed from the forecast. 


In the case of Yemen, as with Bahrain, Iran was a name 


to blame. 
Clinton: Iran trying to 


influence Arab uprisings 
US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said that 
Iran is trying to influence the outcomes of upris- 
ings and revolutions throughout the Arab world, 
speaking to the US Congress on Wednesday. 

“They are doing everything they can to influ- 
ence the outcomes in these places,” she said. 

The US secretary of state claimed that Tehran 
is using Hezbollah to communicate with Palestin- 
ians, who in turn communicate with counterparts 
in Egypt. She also explained that Iran is reaching 
out to opposition movements in Bahrain and are 
“very much involved" with the opposition in Ye- 


men. (Jerusalem Post, 11 March 2011) 


Ms. Clinton also claimed Iran “directly or through prox- 
ies" was "constantly trying to influence events." In an- 
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other "there she goes again" moment, she ignored the 
volumes of widely available evidence (that we have been 
drawing upon throughout this Trends Journal) which 
convincingly proved what was behind the uprisings and 
revolutions. AND IT WAS NOT IRAN! 

Rather, the revolts were the result of some combi- 
nation of endemic poverty, high youth unemployment, 
rising prices, tribal rivalries, and corrupt governments 
and business elites. In each nation the uprising was en- 
tirely indigenous. 

Not only did Clinton fail to provide a shred of evi- 
dence to support her inflammatory charges regarding 
Iran, but that accusation ran counter to the admission 
made by her no less eminent colleague, Adm. Mike 
Mullen, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, who said 
*... I do not share the same worry that others harbor 
about Iran's role in fomenting the unrest. We are seeing 
no indications of any credible influence from Tehran in 
that regard." 

Also acknowledging that Iran played no role in fo- 
menting the regional uprisings, Defense Secretary Rob- 
ert Gates stated on March 13th: "I expressed the view 
that we had no evidence that suggested that [ran start- 
ed any of these popular revolutions or demonstrations 
across the region." 
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Lying the Way to War Was the Secretary of State 
privy to strategic military information that had been with- 
held from both the Secretary of Defense and the Chair- 
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff? Or did she have a not- 
so-hidden agenda that prompted her to demonize Iran at 
every possible opportunity ... and even when there wasn’t 
an opportunity? 

Just a few weeks before her charge that “directly or 
through proxies” [ran was the hidden hand behind the 
revolts engulfing the Middle East and North Africa, she 
was fulminating about Iran's brutal crackdown on its own 
protestors. Making demands of Iran that she would not 
make of an equally brutal allied regime, she hypocritical- 
ly accused Iran of “hypocrisy.” “What we see happening 
in Iran today is a testament to the courage of the Iranian 
people and an indictment of the hypocrisy of the Iranian 
regime - a regime which over the last three weeks has 
constantly hailed what went on in Egypt,” Clinton said. 

“What went on in Egypt" was that when the masses 
first took to the streets and hundreds were killed, Ms. 
Clinton threw her support behind the dictator-in-chief, 
Mubarak, calling his teetering regime “stable,” “reliable” 
and “looking for ways to respond to the legitimate needs 
and interests of the Egyptian people.” 

“Let me, clearly and directly, support the aspirations of 
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the people who are in the streets in Iran today,” Clinton 
hyprocitized ... never having "clearly and directly" sup- 
ported “the aspirations" of the people in the streets of 
Tunisia, Egypt, Bahrain and Yemen. What was good for 
the Iranian goose the US wanted to cook did not apply to 
the ganders they were doing business with. 

Hypocrisy aside, even if the accusation that Tehran 
was doing everything it could “to influence the outcomes 
in those places" was true, so was Washington. And since 
Washington, even with the billions spent on propping up 
dictators over the decades, could neither prevent the revo- 
lutions from happening nor influence the outcomes, what 
magic did Iran possess that would make it succeed where 
America failed? 

There was no magic. Iran wouldn't succeed. It could no 
more export its brand of fundamentalism than the former 
Soviet Union could export Communism. 

What would succeed was an orchestrated propaganda 
campaign by Hillary Clinton to fan long-burning flames 
of anti-lranian fear and hatred. The entire region was de- 
scending into civil wars, revolutions and battles that would 
spill over national borders. Blame had to be assigned. But 
since none of the parties responsible for creating the chaos 
would accept the blame, scapegoats had to be found and 
sacrificed, and Iran would be scapegoat #1. 


Trend Forecast: The handwriting on the wall spelled: 
“The Ist Great War of the 21st Century.” 

But in the Spring of 2011, only those willing and able 
to read between the lines could see it. The preceding ac- 
count, detailing how we got here and where we are, is not 
intended as a mere history lesson, but rather as, poten- 
tially, a matter of life and death. Nothing less than the 
future is at stake. 

Hyperbole? Exaggeration? Alarmist? Yes, to those who 
were aware of unfolding events but unaware of how they 
folded together. Tunisia one day, Egypt the next, Bahrain 
and Yemen the week after ... the dots were being con- 
nected to a certain extent, but they were not recognized as 
cumulative evidence establishing the trend. 

Each new violent outbreak was tied to vital national 
strategic/security interests by the Hillary Clinton's of 
the world and her fellow psychopaths-in-power. Peddling 
propaganda, inciting hatred and stoking patriotism, the 
war hawks, chicken hawks, neocons and war profiteers 
would sound the call to arms (as long as they weren't 
bearing the arms). 

As clear as it may seem now, as we write this Trends 
Journal, with the passage of time, new headlines will sup- 
plant the old. The trend-line that leads to war will be ob- 
scured, and agendas will remain hidden. 


20 Percent Solution our purpose for painstakingly 
dissecting all of these complicated events is to convey a 
stark and very simple warning: Don't Drink the Kool-Aid. 
Don't get suckered in. And be prepared. 

More than a call to prepare, we write this Trends Journal 
with the conviction that the current trend towards war does 
not have to lead to a declaration of war. Trends in the mak- 
ing are not foregone conclusions. Should 20 percent of the 
public recognize what they are being led into, who's lead- 
ing them, why they are being led and what the results will 
be ... and TAKE ACTION, “The Ist Great War of the 21st 
Century" could be stopped - or at least mitigated. (See “20 
Percent Solution;" Trends Journal, Spring 2010) 

The series of bogus, repetitive and insistent warnings 
from Hillary Clinton - even in the face of denial by her 
top military colleagues — was just another instance of the 
fear mongering that, in itself, should be enough to put 
astute trend trackers on the alert. А scapegoat will be cho- 
sen. If Iran can't be pinned with the blame, then who? 


North Korea? Libya? 


Li bya Of all the dominos that were falling in the Winter of 
2011, none would fall with a louder crash than Libya. Billed 
as another home-grown, youth-driven movement, Libya’s 
February 18th Day of Anger would be Facebooked, Twittered 
and socially networked. But Libya was a far more complex 
scenario than the others; it could not be explained as simply 
the educated and unemployed demanding more opportunity 
and rising up to dethrone an entrenched dictator. 

Were these uprisings, like those concurrently roil- 
ing Syria (as revealed by WikiLeak documents) also 
USA directed? 

Also behind the discontent were long-seething tribal 
rivalries. Libya, a product of European colonialism, was 
formed by cobbling together three distinct and autonomous 
tribes (Tripolitania, Fezzan, and Cyrenaica). On 1 Septem- 
ber 1969, a small group of junior military officers led by 
Muammar Qaddafi staged a bloodless coup d'état against 
King Idris, who had been installed by the British when the 
three tribal regions were merged in 1951, subsequent to in- 
dependence from Italy. Idris, a long-time resistance leader 
from Cyrenaica, was the new nation's first, and only, king. 

When Qaddafi overthrew Idris, he shifted the power 
base from Cyrenaica to tribes of his own native Tripoli- 
tania, setting in motion long-simmering tribal discontent. 
His 41 years of dictatorial rule had suppressed opposition, 
until it was stoked by the flames of revolt sweeping the 
Arab nations. 

Unlike the other autocrats and kings of the region, the 
infinitely eccentric Qaddafi had maintained a unique form 

(Continued on page 18) 
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Why is This Rebellion Unlike All Other Rebellions? 


By Paul Craig Roberts 


he rebellion in Libya was unique. Of all the Arab 

rulers against whom protests materialized, only 

Qaddafi was branded a "brutal dictator who must 
go." Washington had to single out Oaddafi for demonization 
in order to justify military intervention and to deflect atten- 
tion from the different character of the Libyan protests. 

The Libyan rebellion was fundamentally different from 
other manifestations of Arab unrest. Libya's rebellion broke 
out in the oil-rich eastern part of the country, where China 
has extensive investments, not in the capital. It consisted of 
armed rebellion, and cities fell to the rebels as they moved 
west, until Oaddafi confronted them militarily. The rebellions 
in Tunisia, Egypt, Bahrain, Yemen and Jordan consisted of 
unarmed protestors assembling in the capital cities and de- 
fying authority. Protests spread to other cities, especially in 
Egypt, but the showdown was always in the capital. 

From the beginning of the Libyan rebellion there were 
numerous press reports of CIA involvement. The CIA sent 
Khalifa Haftar, its long-term Libyan asset, to Libya from 
northern Virginia to lead the rebel army. This was reported 
by McClatchy newspapers. The Jamestown Foundation is- 
sued a report on Haftar and his new role. National Public Ra- 
dio mentioned Haftar's return to Libya, and stories about him 
and his CIA-appointed role in the rebellion were carried in 
the British newspapers, the Guardian and the /ndependent. 
Eventually the story appeared in the Washington Post. 


PUPPET MASTERS 

Having been caught off guard by Arab rebellions against 
Washington's puppet rulers, Washington learned the game 
and turned it in favor of its interests. Disturbed by China's 
economic penetration of Africa in order to secure its future 
energy supplies — Libya, Angola and Nigeria — Washington 
countered China militarily by creating the US Africa Com- 
mand or AFRICOM, which became operational in 2008. For- 
ty-nine African countries were wooed by the money and par- 
ticipated, but Oaddafi didn't need the money and refused to 
participate in what he regarded as an act of American imperi- 
alism designed to purchase a continent. Four other countries 
refused to participate, and three of them, along with Libya, 
came under Western military attack. 

Regime change in Libya is a way to crush resistance to 
AFRICOM, and it is also a way to drive China and its massive 
investments out of Libya, thus frustrating China's policy to 
provide itself with energy. 

This is similar to the way World War II began in the Pacific, 
when the US, UK, and Netherlands denied resources to Ja- 


pan's industrializing economy. 

According to Chinese press reports, Chinese compa- 
nies have 50 large-scale energy and construction projects 
in Libya. Activities have been suspended and 29,000 of the 
30,000 Chinese workers in Libya have been evacuated. Chi- 
nese companies are reporting expected losses of hundreds 
of millions of yuan. 

A third reason for the US desire for regime change in 

Libya is that the country controls an important section of 
the Mediterranean Sea. Putting Libya into American hands 
leaves only Syria with Mediterranean ports that are not in 
Washington's hands or under Washington's influence. 
Not surprisingly, protests have broken out in Syria where Rus- 
sia is in the process of renovating its naval base at Tartus. Ac- 
cording to the Russian news service H/A Novosti, Adm. Vladimir 
Vysotsky said that “Tartus will be developed as a naval base" 
and by 2012 will serve as a base for guided-missile cruisers and 
aircraft carriers. The news service reports that "the facility is 
being renovated to serve as a foothold for a permanent Russian 
naval presence in the Mediterranean. Russian President Dmitry 
Medvedev said in November 2009 that Russia would increase 
its naval presence in the world's oceans." 

Russia's nuclear arms make it capable of wiping out the 
US should Washington overreach and threaten Russian se- 
curity. It is a boon for Washington to be able to hide behind 
Arab protests in order to evict China and Russia from the 
Mediterranean. 

If China and Russia can be displaced from the region, it 
will be an easier matter to eliminate Iran as the last indepen- 
dent country in the oil-rich Middle East. 

China also has large energy investments in lran. 

How long will China tolerate Washington's moves against 
its security interests before retaliating by dumping its mas- 
sive holdings of dollar-denominated assets, driving down the 
US dollar's exchange value and driving up US interest rates, 
thus destroying what little remains of the US economy? 

Faced with the collapse of its currency and its economy, 
would Washington strike out with its only remaining source 
of power - its nuclear weapons? 

Washington's superpower hubris has already resulted in ill- 
conceived military adventures that are bankrupting the country 
and risking domestic rebellion by cutting off income support 
programs for the dispossessed, the poor, and the retired. 

The United States is sinking into failure as tempers rise 
in the Muslim world and in nuclear-armed China and Rus- 
sia. American hubris and drive for hegemony are herding 
humanity into a Third World War. 
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(Continued from page 16) 

of independence: he openly taunted the West, yet was toler- 
ated because of its thirst for Libya's high-grade sweet crude. 
While Qaddafi was a certified S.O.B., he was never the USA’s 
5.0.B. Upon seizing power, Qaddafi took over America's gi- 
ant Whellus air base near Tripoli, and relations remained 
soured. ‘Thus, when the Libyan student-inspired outbreaks 
erupted, the White House and its captive press responded 
in language reserved for an uncooperative S.O.B. 

Go back to the early days of the Libyan revolt. It's all in- 
stantly accessible in the Alexandrian Library 2.0 - the vast 
internet archival treasure trove. Watch the coverage on CNN, 
read The Wall Street Journal headlines, listen to the BBC, 
hear politicians and pundits throughout the West taking pot 
shots at the “brutal dictator" ... from the safety of afar. 

See reporters rooting for Qaddafi's defeat, predicting his 
“inevitable” downfall, asserting “his days are numbered.” 
Read the late February headlines declaring, “Libya Rebels 
Tighten Noose” ... as they march from their stronghold in 
Benghazi to the shores of Tripoli. “We will not stop until we 
liberate the whole country,” boasted Col. Tareq Saad Hus- 
sein, one of the defectors from the Libyan military who had 
taken charge of rebel forces. 

Review breathless western press accounts claiming that 
a besieged Qaddafi, “with no place to go,” had cut a deal for 
safe passage out of Libya. “Obama Says Qaddafi Must Leave 
Now,” read a New York Times headline. (3 March 2011) 

“Time to Muzzle Libya’s Mad Dog,” urged the Financial 
Times editorial board (whose hands would never be near 
the Mad Dog's mouth). From London, financial writers- 
turned-instant-military-experts concluded that Col. Qad- 
dafi’s “own cause must surely now be lost” and although his 
“capacity to inflict suffering may be waning ... his ruthless 
intent should not be underestimated.” (24 February 2011) 

The call began for a UN/NATO imposed “no-fly zone” 
designed to protect rebel forces from air attacks while fur- 
thering their cause. 

Strongly supported by France, the UK, the Arab League 
and a bipartisan array of US hawks, chicken hawks, and 
doves-in-hawk’s feathers, the no-fly zone was skeptically 
regarded by those who would have to do the flying. “Let’s 
just call a spade a spade. A no-fly zone begins with an at- 
tack on Libya to destroy the air defenses ... and then you 
can fly planes around the country and not worry about our 
guys being shot down,” Defense Secretary Robert Gates told 
a Congressional Hearing. 

Following Qaddafi’s vow to “die as a martyr at the end” 
rather than step down, the UN imposed an arms embargo 
and froze his billions in international assets, “... to make 
them available to rebuild Libya,” as stated by Obama (i.e. 
to steal Qaddafi's money and give it to military contrac- 


tors to rebuild the country the “Broad Coalition" had de- 
stroyed). 

While the insurgent cause may have been just, the rag- 
tag, bandolier-bedizened rebels heading to the front with 
light artillery mounted on rusted pick-up trucks and shoot- 
ing wildly into the air made for good TV footage, but bad 
war. Although the media kept up its barrage of pro-protes- 
tor support, it was delusional to imagine that an unorga- 
nized bunch of brave but untrained rookies could prevail. 
In power for 41 years and supplied with advanced military 
technology, whatever Qaddafi’s military capacity was, it was 
exponentially greater than what was being thrown at him. 

Nevertheless, initially there were successes for the reb- 
els. But when Qaddafi counterattacked, his superior forc- 
es quickly routed them. All those confident predictions 
by journalists and politicians were no more than wishful 
thinking. With Qaddafi, not the rebels, "tightening the 
noose, the United Nations Security Council voted to au- 
thorize military action that would include air strikes and 
the imposition of a no-fly zone over Libya. 

"Any foreign military act against Libya will expose all 
air and maritime traffic in the Mediterranean Sea to danger 
and civilian and military facilities will become targets of 
Libya's counter attack,” the Libyan Defense Ministry pro- 
nounced prior to the hastily convened UN vote, in which 
Germany, China, Russia, India and Brazil abstained. 

When the diplomatic jargon of resolutions, no-fly zones, 
sanctions and the threat to take “all necessary measures” 
to defeat Qaddafi was stripped away, what was left was ef- 
fectively a declaration of war. 

WAR! The United Nations actions against Libya would 
mark a prominent milestone in the march to “Тһе Ist Great 
War of the 21st Century.” Yet, in March of 2011, there was not 
even an inkling of this greater reality among those who set 
in motion the policies that would be responsible for the on- 
coming violence; and not a clue among the media and think 
tank analysts that assessed each outbreak and recognized 
the regional connections, but not the global conclusion. 


Publisher's Note: What was the motive behind the UN 
resolution? Could it have been humanitarian concern for 
the lives of protestors? 


The best the UN could do was to have a spokesman 
say the Secretary General was "deeply troubled" and 
that he “reiterates his call for utmost restraint and re- 
minds the government of Yemen that it has an obligation 
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to protect civilians." 

There were no war hawk screams for military action 
against Yemen coming from France, the UK or the Arab 
(little) League, although President Obama did issue a to- 
ken public statement entreating Yemen's President Saleh 
"to adhere to his public pledge to allow demonstrations 
to take place peacefully But as America's ally in the War 
on Terror, Yemen escaped the reprisal, resolutions and 
threats of military intervention that were reserved for foes. 

What were the motives behind the obvious double 
standard that deemed "all necessary measures" were to 
be taken to defeat Qaddafi in Libya, but no measures 
would be taken against Yemen's Saleh? Could it just pos- 
sibly, remotely, conceivably be that Libya is rich in high- 
quality sweet crude, while Yemen is rich only in poor 
people and sand? 

Or were the motives to be found in what President 
Obama would frame as a moral issue? One in which 
the US could not stand by and do nothing as Qaddafi 
oppressed, intimidated and killed *his own people" ... 
even though the US stood by and did nothing to stop the 
dictators of the Ivory Coast, Bahrain, Yemen, Sudan and 
other countries from oppressing, intimidating and kill- 
ing their own people? 

Nah, it couldn't have been the oil! It could have only 
been humanitarian concern. 


MISSILES FOR HUMANITY 


As the President would make clear, *For generations, 
the United States of America has played a unique role 
as the anchor of global security and advocate of human 
freedom. Some nations may be able to turn a blind eye 
to atrocities in other countries. The United States of 
America is different." 

But not all that "different," since only some people 
were recipients of American advocacy "of human free- 
dom" and many were not. 

"To brush aside America's responsibility as a leader 
and - more profoundly - our responsibilities to our fel- 
low human beings under such circumstances would have 
been a betrayal of who we are,” proclaimed President 
Obama as he betrayed “who we are" by failing to come to 
the aid of fellow human beings in the Ivory Coast, Bah- 
rain, Yemen, Sudan ... etc. 

And as for America's *unique role ... in advocating hu- 
man freedom;" when it came to Saudi Arabia, for exam- 
ple. “freedom” was just another word for “let the oil flow.” 

Suppose some other world leader justified military in- 
tervention in Saudi Arabia on the pretext of bringing wom- 
en's rights, human rights and civil rights to that absolute 
monarchy. And suppose it were Vladimir Putin or Hu Jin- 


tao who was unable to "turn a blind eye" to Saudi atrocities 
and imposed a no-fly zone to support Saudi rebels? 

Surely, given the nobility of the motive, America, its 
"broad coalition" and the media would applaud. Perhaps 
they would pilfer President Obama's own words and heap 
praise upon "the brave Russian or Chinese men and wom- 
en in uniform who have acted with courage, professional- 
ism and patriotism." 


Regime Change It was just another day of duplicity 
in DC. If there was a Washington newspaper that hon- 
estly reported on American politics, it would have to be 
called The Daily Double Standard. 

When the Tunisian and Egyptian rebellions began, 
President Obama and Secretary of State Hillary "The 
Determinator" Clinton vacillated for weeks while hun- 
dreds of protesters were being slaughtered. It was only 
after it became clear that the autocratic leaders (that 
the US had supported for decades) would be overthrown 
that the US would champion the need for a transition to 
"democracy." 

Yet similar uprisings, destabilizing other Middle East 
and North Africa nations, were met only with earnest 
diplomatic calls for restraint and dialogue, never with 
demands for regime change ... except when it came to 
Muammar Qaddafi. 

On February 26th, just days after the first uprisings 
in Libya, President Obama boldly declared, “When a 
leader’s only means of staying in power is to use mass 
violence against his own people, he has lost the legiti- 
macy to rule and needs to do what is right for his country 
by leaving now.” 

Two days later Hillary Clinton threw her Secretarial 
weight into the fray, proclaiming, “It is time for Qaddafi 
to go, now, without further violence or delay. We want 
him to leave, we want him to end his regime.” 

That these ludicrous ultimatums should have been ut- 
tered by people in responsible positions and then seriously 
reported by the world’s media (without editorial com- 
ment) was further proof of their arrogance and hubris. In 
the history of the world, what autocratic leader had ever 
packed up his bags, bowed down, bent over and gone into 
exile because a bunch of blowhards seven thousand miles 
away gave the order: “We want him to leave.” 

On the other hand, perhaps the position wasn’t as 
foolish as it looked, but a calculated exercise in political 
cunning. Knowing full well that Qaddafi would never 
leave willingly and that plans were already in place to 
attack, when they attacked, their nonsensical ultimatum 
would serve as an effective excuse. Qaddafi had been 
given fair warning. 


The Trends Journal • Spring 2011 


19 


HILLARY'S HEAD FAKE 


Three weeks before President 
Obama launched “Operation 
Odyssey Dawn” (a grotesque 
name to apply to a military 
exercise that would consist of 
launching missiles and drop- 
ping bombs without any fear of 
reprisal!), Hillary Clinton told 
reporters that the movement of 
US military forces off the coast 
of Libya was meant to position 
them to help with humanitar- 
ian efforts. And although there 
was discussion of a no-fly zone, 
“There is not any pending mili- 
tary action involving US naval 
vessels,” she said. 

“We've been reaching out to many dif- 
ferent Libyans who are attempting to orga- 
nize in the east and, as the revolution moves 
westward, there as well,” she said, “... but 
we're going to be ready and prepared to offer 
any kind of assistance that anyone wishes to 
have from the United States.” 


Anyones of the World Unite who 
were the nameless anyones that Hillary 
Clinton was so keen to “offer any kind of assistance ... , 
it being understood that said assistance would come out 
of the taxpayer's pockets and not hers? Oddly enough, for 
all the heated rhetoric in support of the valiant rebels, 
no one in Washington could - or would - definitively 
identify who they were and what they stood for. 

Col. Qaddafi maintained it was the terrorist hand of 
Al Qaeda that was fomenting civil war - an assertion ig- 
nored or played down by Western media and politicians. 
Yet a 2008 US Embassy cable released by WikiLeaks 
characterized the eastern Libyan province - where the 
resistance was strongest — as a “wellspring” of violent 
radicals who have gone to fight US forces in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. 

In reviewing Al Qaeda documents captured in Iraq, 
journalist David Wood found that many of the anti-Amer- 
ican foreign fighters in Iraq were young Islamic volun- 
teers from Libya — specifically eastern Libya, where the 
opposition is now based. Writing in the Huffington Post, 
Wood, a specialist in military/foreign affairs issues, said: 


99 


“Almost one in five foreign fighters arriving in 
Iraq came from eastern Libya, many from the city 


of Darnah. Others came 
from Surt and Misurata to 
the west .... 

“Today, there is little 
doubt that eastern Libya, 
like other parts of the 
Arab world, is experienc- 
ing a genuine burst of 
anti-totalitarian fervor, 
expressed in demands for 
political freedom and eco- 
nomic reforms. But there 
also is a dark history to 
eastern. Libya, which is 
the home of the Islamic 
Libyan Fighting Group, an 
anti-Qaddafi organization 
officially designated by the 
State Department as a terrorist orga- 
nization. 

“The group was founded by Libyan 
mujahideen returning in the mid-1990s 
from Afghanistan, where they had gone 
to fight the Soviets Red Army. Build- 
ing on a radical Islamist credo, they or- 
ganized to fight the secular corruption 


of the Qaddafi regime... .” 


Anthony Freda/Acme Illoz 
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Wood cites a 2008 diplomatic cable released by WikiLeaks, 
titled “Extremism In Eastern Libya,” which reports: 


“Unlike the rest of the country, sermons in eastern 
Libyan mosques are laced with phraseology urging 
worshippers to support jihad in Iraq and elsewhere 
through direct participation or financial contribu- 
tions. While senior regime figures, including Saif 
al-Islam al-Qadhafi, appear to have recognized that 
the east merits more attention and investment, the 
reported ability of radical imams to propagate mes- 
sages urging support for and participation in jihad de- 
spite GOL security organizations efforts, suggests that 
claims by senior GOL officials that the east is under 
control may be overstated.” 


And according to The Wall Street Journal, the man run- 
ning the military operations in defense of the east Libyan 
city of Darna, “... is a former Islamist militant who fought 
in Afghanistan before being jailed by Col. Qadhafi.” (10 
March 2011) 

Two weeks later, the Islamist connection was conclu- 


sively established. 
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Libyan Rebel Commander Admits His 
Fighters Have Al Qaeda Links 


Abdel-Hakim al-Hasidi, the Libyan rebel leader, 
has said jihadists who fought against allied troops 
in Iraq are on the front lines of the battle against 
Muammar Qaddafi's regime. 

Mr. al-Hasidi insisted his fighters "are patriots 
and good Muslims, not terrorists,” but added that 
the “members of Al Qaeda are also good Muslims 
and are fighting against the invader.” 

Mr. al-Hasidi admitted he had earlier fought 
against "the foreign invasion" in Afghanistan, be- 
fore being “captured in 2002 in Peshwar, in Paki- 
stan.” He was later handed over to the US, and 
then held in Libya before being released in 2008. 

US and British government sources said Mr 
al-Hasidi was a member of the Libyan Islamic 
Fighting Group, or LIFG, which killed dozens of 
Libyan troops in guerrilla attacks around Derna 
and Benghazi in 1995 and 1996. (UK Telegraph, 
25 March 2011) 


Meanwhile, back in the States, the spin still being spun 
24/7 by the White House and its gaggle of war hawks was 
that America was embarked upon a humanitarian mis- 
sion to save and protect the lives of peacefully protesting 
“anyones.” Despite mounting and conclusive evidence, 
conveniently absent from the spin was the fact that among 
those the US was “ready and prepared to offer any kind of 
assistance that anyone wishes” were members of Al Qaeda 
- the mortal enemy America was spending hundreds of 
billions to kill in its interminable War on Terror. 

Two weeks into the Libyan War, Defense Secretary 
Robert Gates admitted, “I think that one of the concerns 
that we have is that we don’t know very much about the 
opposition. The US doesn’t know enough about the rebel 


groups beyond a handful of leaders.” 


Strange Bedfellows Having nothing in common 
with Al Qaeda, prominent among the rebels were conserva- 
tive villagers, supporters of former King Idris — whose flag 
would be chosen as the symbol of the revolution. 

Or, were the Islamists and monarchists themselves but 
side players in a greater attempted coup staged by disgrun- 
tled officers and/or political rivals - among them Khalifa 
Hifter, a former Libyan colonel who had fallen out of favor 
with Qaddafi. 

And finally, to further complicate the complex patch- 
work, what part in the revolution was played by the tribes 
vying for control of Libya’s oil wealth and the tons of gold 
and billions in currencies accumulated by Qaddafi? 


Careful review of the voluminous coverage revealed an 
indisputable fact. Though there was non-stop handwringing 
and calls to support the “rebels,” they were never, ever, sat- 
isfactorily defined. The media generalized them into “groups 
of civilian professionals — lawyers, doctors, surgeons and en- 
gineers” (never janitors, bus drivers or camel drivers) but this 
was clearly insufficiently inclusive. 

And no one had any idea of which anyones would fill the 
power vacuum when, or if, Qaddafi fell. “We don't have the 
comfort level with the rebels,” said the National Security Net- 
work’s Joel Rubin, a former State Department official. “We 
certainly know some things about them, had meetings. It’s not 
as if there's complete blindness. But I don't think at this stage 
the comfort level is there for that kind of close coordination.” 

What constituted the requisite “comfort level”? Would the 
US again be arming and financing a reincarnated mujahidin; 
Islamic “freedom fighters” who would turn their weaponry 
against their benefactors as they did in Afghanistan? 

None of this complexity penetrated the bird brains of 
the chicken hawks. 

“We have to try and help those who are offering an al- 
ternative future to Libya,” argued Senator Joe Lieberman 
(Vietnam draft dodger, anti-war when his neck was on the 
line but pro Afghanistan and Iraq wars and an advocate for 
preemptive bombing of тап when his neck wasn't). “It’s hard 
to imagine any new government growing out of this opposi- 
tion that is worse than Qaddafi.” 

Following Lieberman logic, Stalin was, therefore, better 
than Lenin who was better than the Czar, and Mao, there- 
fore, a "Great Leap Forward" from Chiang Kai-shek. Actu- 
ally, for anyone with more than a short-term memory of his- 
tory, it was very easy to imagine someone worse than Qaddafi 
... someone who, for example, would use Libya's oil riches to 
develop the nuclear capacity that Qaddafi had relinquished 


in order to normalize relations with the West. 


North Korea Sees Nuclear 
Error by Libya 
SEOUL, South Korea — A North Korean statement 
that Libya’s dismantling of its nuclear weapons 
program had made it vulnerable to military inter- 
vention by the West is being seen by analysts as 
an ominous reinforcement of the North's refusal to 
end its own nuclear program. 

North Korea's official news agency carried com- 
ments this week from a Foreign Ministry official 
criticizing the air assault on Libyan government 
forces and suggesting that Libya had been duped 
in 2003 when it abandoned its nuclear program in 
exchange for promises of aid and improved rela- 


tions with the West. (NYT, 25 March 2011) 
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And the Band Played On 


Rather than acknowledge their ap- 
palling lack of knowledge and their 
overriding confusion, both press and 
politicians settled upon a simplis- 
tic picture of the rebels, such as the 
one drawn by Human Rights Watch 
Director Peter Bouckaert: “The pro- 
testors are nice, sincere people who 
want a better future for Libya." 

If all this pomposity, posturing, 
arrogance, windbaggery, double deal- 
ing, doublespeak and hypocrisy were 
confined to the stage it would have 
made for engaging political theater. 
But played out in real time with real 
weapons on real people, it became a 
real world tragedy. 

However clichéd it may sound, fact 
is stranger than fiction. History was 
not only repeating itself, it was para- 
phrasing itself. 

On 19 March 2011, as he launched Operation Odyssey 
Dawn against Col. Muammar Qaddafi, Barack Obama told 
the American people, “Today we are part of a broad coali- 
tion. We are answering the calls of a threatened people. 
And we are acting in the interests of the United States and 
the world." 

Eight years earlier to the day, 19 March 2003, George 
W. Bush told the American people, as he launched Opera- 
tion Iraqi Freedom against Saddam Hussein, "American 
and coalition forces are in the early stages of military op- 
erations to disarm lraq, to free its people and to defend 
the world from grave danger.” 

Declaring war on the identical day was a 365 to 1 long 
shot, but Obama beat the odds. Not content with out-Bush- 
ing- Bush by ramping up the Afghan War and continuing the 
Iraq War he inherited, Obama outdid the former Decider-in- 
Chief by starting a new unjust, immoral, interminable and 
expensive war he could call his own. 

In the Spring of 2011, however, it was improper to 
call the launching of hundreds of cruise missiles and the 
dropping of thousands of bombs on Libya “war.” It was, 
explained White House press secretary James Carney, “а 
time-limited, scope-limited military action, in concert 
with our international partners, with the objective of 
protecting civilian life in Libya from Muammar Qaddafi 
and his forces." 

When pressed to clarify, Carney said, “I’m not going to 
get into the terminology,” but Libya is not an “open-ended 
military action, the kind of which might otherwise be de- 


scribed as a war." 

The war, by whatever name, 
was declared by President Obama 
abruptly and without debate as he 
fled the White House with his wife, 
kids and mother-in-law for a trip 
to Rio. America's new Decider-in- 
Chief decided to take the nation on 
a “time-limited, scope-limited mili- 
tary action” without regard for pub- 
lic opinion, Congress, or what was 
left of the Constitution. 

Other than intensifying the war 
in Afghanistan and pledging to 
build more nuclear power plants, 
there was hardly a campaign prom- 
ise made that he kept or critical 
policy statement issued that he 
adhered to. It wasn’t as though cir- 
cumstances had changed, necessi- 
tating a change of mind. Given the 
long list of “backtracks” cited in the Trends Journal, be- 
ginning well before his Inauguration, it was simply that 
Obama was a liar; Another in a long line of opportu- 
nistic, untrustworthy politicians that would say anything 
and do anything to get elected. Another politician who, 
once elected, would have no compunction about reneg- 
ing on virtually everything he said he stood for, secure 
in the knowledge that he would never have to suffer the 
consequences of having perjured himself. To wit: In a 
20 December 2007 interview, when asked under what 
circumstances a president would have the constitutional 
authority to bomb [ran without first seeking authoriza- 
tion from Congress, candidate (and Constitutional law- 
yer) Obama replied, 

“The President does not have power under the Consti- 
tution to unilaterally authorize a military attack in a situ- 
ation that does not involve stopping an actual or imminent 
threat to the nation.” 

On 27 March 2011, just one week into President 
Obama’s unilaterally authorized military attack upon 
Libya, Secretary of Defense Robert Gates was asked, “Do 
you think Libya posed an actual or imminent threat to the 
United States?” 

“No, no,” Gates said. “It was not [a threat] ... but it 
was an interest and it was an interest for all of the reasons 
Secretary Clinton talked about. The engagement of the 
Arabs, the engagement of the Europeans, the general hu- 
manitarian question that was at stake.” 

What was not “at stake” was an “actual or imminent 
threat to the United States.” Constitution and linguis- 
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tic distinctions aside, what was 
called a “time-limited, scope-lim- 
ited military action" by the White 
House was called a “Christian 
Crusade” by Muammar Qaddafi. 

As the UN-sanctioned benevo- 
lent bombardment - ostensibly 
designed to “protect civilians” 
was transformed by the US into 
air-cover support for anti-Qaddafi 
fighters, Russian Prime Minister 
Vladimir Putin likened the “time- 
limited, scope-limited military ac- 
tion” to “medieval crusades.” 

A Christian Crusade? A me- 
dieval crusade? No, it was neither 
Christian nor medieval ... but it 
was an episode in “Crusades 2000,” 
a trend that Gerald Celente had 


forecast some two decades earlier: 


“The seeds of the new crusades 
have been sown in areas of Af- 
rica, Eastern Europe and Asia, 
where large numbers of practic- 
ing Muslims feel systemically 
repressed by such socioeco- 
nomic and political constraints 
as poverty, lack of opportunity, 
overcrowding, housing shortag- 
es, unemployment, endemic po- 
litical corruption and inefficient 
state-controlled economies. 
These disenfranchised and 
indigent Muslims see no hope 
for positive change. Politically 
powerless, under ossified mo- 
narchal or dictatorial rule ... as the trend evolves, 
Islam will become the new communism.” (See 


“Crusades 2000,” Trends Journal, Fall 1993) 


Editor's Note: Barack “Backtrack” Obama's backtrack- 
ing from his unequivocal 2007 position that “The Presi- 
dent does not have power under the Constitution to 
unilaterally authorize a military attack" and then uni- 
laterally authorizing such an attack, was just another 
in a long list of betrayals of the promises he made that 
helped sweep him into office. 

It was as though he had never spoken those words or 
taken such a stance. In a barefaced, unapologetic reversal 
of his position, he justified his unilateral order to bomb 
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“The Revolution" 


Libya on grounds he formerly disavowed: “Гуе made it 
clear, that I will never hesitate to use our military swiftly, 
decisively and unilaterally when necessary to defend our 
people, our homeland, our allies and our core interests." 


However blatant this duplicity, it was by no means the most 
egregious instance of “Backtrack” Obama's backtracking. 

Back in 2002, at an anti-war rally in the months pre- 
ceding the invasion of lraq, “Backtrack” eviscerated 
George W. Bush for doing precisely what he would do nine 
years later, but unlike Bush, without even seeking Con- 
gressional approval: 
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“Now, let me be clear - I suffer no illusions about 
Saddam Hussein ... the world, and the Iraqi peo- 
ple. would be better off without him." 

“I don't oppose all wars. ... What I am opposed 
to is a dumb war ... | also know that Saddam pos- 
es no imminent and direct threat to the United 
States, or to his neighbors." 

“You want a fight, President Bush? Let's fight 
to make sure our so-called allies in the Middle 
East, the Saudis and the Egyptians, stop oppress- 
ing their own people, and suppressing dissent, 
and tolerating corruption and inequality ... .” 

"Those are the battles that we need to fight. 
Those are the battles that we willingly join. The 
battles against ignorance and intolerance. Cor- 
ruption and greed. Poverty and despair" said 
Backtrack back then. 


Three years into his Presidency, his ringing words fell 
on his own deaf ears. As President, he would not lift a 
finger to fight “our so-called allies in the Middle East, 
the Saudis and Egyptians” who were “oppressing their 
own people,” and he would launch a war against a na- 
tion that “poses no imminent and direct threat to the 
United States.” 

Following the blanket coverage and extensive analysis 
of his why-it-was-right-for-him-to-bomb-Libya speech in 
March 2011, these well-documented hypocrisies were to- 
tally ignored by the mainstream media and their stable 
of pundits. 


Saudi Arabia Before Libya became UN enemy #1, 
and with much of the Middle East in turmoil, the inter- 
national concern was whether Saudi Arabia would be the 
next regime to fall. Fear of the oil Goliath becoming yet 
another falling domino was unrelated to the inescapable 
barrage of idealistic blather calling for social justice, hu- 
man rights, women’s rights, and democracy ... none of 
which existed in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and never 
would, short of a revolution so sweeping it removed ev- 
ery vestige of its absolute monarchy and its all powerful, 
ultra-conservative Wahhabi Islamic sect. 

Oil trumped idealism. A serious disruption of the 
Saudi supply would send oil prices skyrocketing, along 
with the prices of oil-related commodities and oil-re- 
liant products, transportation and manufacturing. Ап 
oil shock would crash the fragile recoveries of debt- 
burdened nations and threaten a global economic melt- 
down. Supplying some 10 percent of the world's oil and 
holding most of the world's spare capacity, in the un- 


settled Middle East and North Africa, only the Saudis 


could be counted on to respond quickly to offset sud- 
den serious oil shortfalls. 

Yet despite its immense resources and belying its im- 
age of the all-rich, oil rich nation, many of the same con- 
ditions that stoked the turmoil across the region applied 
in varying degrees to Saudi Arabia; a highly educated 
youth population with scant job opportunities, a per- 
secuted Shia minority (10 percent of the kingdom's 23 
million), a legion of grossly underpaid and unprotected 
menial foreign workers, a gargantuan gap between the 
richest and the poorest, widespread corruption and an 
absolute monarch on the throne. 


HUSH MONEY 


But what Saudi Arabia had that the other teetering Arab 
nations didn't, was plenty of money. And unlike those 
other corrupt regimes, wherein the chosen and privi- 
leged had been looting the nation's wealth and paying off 
the police, politicians and judges with protection money 
while ignoring the poor, the über rich Saudi elites at- 
tempted to defuse the unrest by distributing some $100 
billion in handouts and job creation programs. 

Although the hush-money may have toned down the 
intensity of the unrest, it failed to quell it. Saudi Shiites 
complained about policies that shut them out of govern- 
ment jobs and deprived them of benefits. And the Saudi 
youth (two-thirds of the kingdom's population under 
age 30), many highly educated, complained about the 
lack of jobs and the high levels of corruption. 

But unlike the other governments that had fallen or 
trembled in the face of youth-inspired “Days of Rage,” 
the Saudi government not only squelched the uprisings, 
the government's ultra-conservative Council of Senior 
Clerics declared the demonstrations a violation of Is- 
lamic law and that signing reform petitions "violates 
what God ordered." And, according the Saudi Interior 
Ministry, "They harm public interest, infringe on the 
rights of others, spread chaos and lead to bloodshed.” 

With God on the side of the Saudi King (and the US 
in bed with him), there were no US protestations about 
the suppression of protest in Saudi Arabia. There were 
no sanctimonious declarations of the sanctity of citizen 
rights such as the one issued by Secretary of State Hill- 
ary Clinton castigating Iran's failure “... to open up the 
political system ... to hear the voices of the opposition 
and civil society." 

With the Saudi opposition silenced, the political sys- 
tem shut, and no prospects for a civil society in sight, Sau- 
di troops were dispatched to neighboring Bahrain to help 
its monarch, Shaikh Hamad bin Isa Al Khalifa, quash 


the riots which were being portrayed as Shia-incited even 
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“Kaboom” 


though the Sunnis were participating. 

Nine years earlier, Barack Obama had thrown down 
the gauntlet. “You want a fight, President Bush? Let’s 
fight to make sure our so-called allies in the Middle East, 
the Saudis and the Egyptians, stop oppressing their own 
people, and suppressing dissent, and tolerating corruption 
and inequality ... .” 

But as President, Obama let the gauntlet lie, not man 
enough to take up the challenge he had made. The re- 
sponses from the White House on the Saudi forces’ crush- 
ing assault on Bahraini protestors was not even expressed 
in fighting words: 


U.S. says Saudi forces in Bahrain 
“not an invasion” 
WASHINGTON — The United States does not 
consider the entry into Bahrain of Saudi Arabian 
security forces an invasion, the White House said 
on Monday. 
Sunni-ruled Saudi Arabia sent about 1,000 
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troops into Bahrain to protect government facili- 
ties after mainly Shiite protesters overran police 
and blocked roads. 

"We've seen the reports that youre talking 
about. This is not an invasion of a country," White 
House spokesman Jay Carney told a news briefing. 

^We urge the government of Bahrain, as we 
have repeatedly, as well as other GCC (Gulf Coop- 
eration Council) countries, to exercise restraint,” 


Carney added. (Reuters, 14 March 2011) 


However, two weeks into the “not an invasion" of Bahrain 


by the Saudi's, the Shia were seeing things differently: 


Bahrain's Shiite Leader Wants 
Saudi-led Force Out 


MANAMA, Bahrain — Bahrain’s Shiite Muslim 

opposition оп Wednesday demanded that the 

Saudi-led military force helping to put down pro- 
(Continued on page 30) 
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Publisher's Note: Do you remember the words at the bottom of the cover page of this Trends Journal? Prepare - Survive 
— Prevail. This is our mantra for weathering "The 1st Great War of the 21st Century. It means being prepared at every level: 
mental, physical, emotional, spiritual, financial. To varying degrees, each level interacts with the others and any level left un- 
addressed leaves you vulnerable. Any kind of preparation is better than no preparation. Each takes dedication and practice. 
That said, there are more and less intelligent methods with which to prepare. While the article that follows deals mainly with a 
kind of physical training that we vouch for through decades of personal experience, it really deals with every level of preparing, 
surviving and prevailing. To write it we've called upon Bradley J. Steiner, a man that many regard as America's foremost Close 
Combat expert. 

Though Steiner writes as a warrior for warriors, we must stress – again from personal experience - that what he advocates 
applies to everyone ... male, female, any age, any size, regardless of natural talent. Anyone, without exception, can, with some 
degree of diligence and commitment, achieve a personal proficiency and self-confidence that can truly, in an emergency, 


mean the difference between life and death. 


Mental Conditioning for Self-Defense, 


Security, and Survival 


By Bradley J. Steiner 


ears ago, the late Richard Helms, one-time CIA 

Director, was talking about his training for intel- 

ligence and covert warfare as an OSS (Office of 
Strategic Services) recruit. Helms recalled his mentor, the 
legendary William Ewart Fairbairn, who, it was said, "... had 
an honest dislike of anything resembling fair fighting." To 
understand this simple but counter-conventional assertion 
required putting aside much that we, as "civilized" human 
beings, had been brought up to believe. In a real fight, there 
are no rules, and training this way, observed Helms, "put you 
in the right frame of mind." 

What Helms was referring to is something that most peo- 
ple outside the field of close combat and self-defense are still 
barely aware of. That is: Proper training in the art of armed 
and unarmed individual combat (not necessarily classical/tra- 
ditional “martial arts") revamps 
your entire frame of reference, 
self-confidence, poise, ability to 
confront life’s challenges, and 
even your capacity to endure 
hardships and face risky and for- 
midable situations. 

This results largely from acquiring the certain knowledge 
that you will never be helpless or without effective response 
in an unavoidable, violent encounter. You know what has to 
be done to disable, maim, or even kill an attacker. It does not 
matter if you are never called upon to use this knowledge. 
Over and above the technical aspects of mastering the skills 
to engage an assailant and win, the mental conditioning that 
accompanies a proper course of instruction produces life- 
changing, character-enhancing results — results that spill 
over into every area of your life. 


“There is a saying that ‘tough times never 
last, but tough people do.’ Too many think that 
‘tough’ means merely physically tough ... " 


Mental conditioning for armed and unarmed combat, and 
for the effective response to dangerous personal confronta- 
tions: That has been my special concern since the late 1960s. 
| have been a student/teacher/researcher of the martial arts 
and close combat since the 1950s, and | have integrated psy- 
chology, psychiatry, military science, physical training, even 
hypnosis and studies of human combat into the training. | 
use a systematic approach to develop my students' minds as 
well as their bodies. 

The important thing to understand is that the private 
citizen — YOU - will benefit by becoming mentally condi- 
tioned for combat and survival in these turbulent and men- 
acing times. 

Training your psyche as well as your body to deal with 
emergencies is certainly the best and perhaps the only ef- 
fective way to prepare for the 
looming global socio-economic 
turmoil. Acquiring the confi- 

ence that accompanies sur- 
vival skills allows you to protect 
your loved ones, as well. 

There is a saying that "tough 
times never last, but tough people do." Too many think that 
"tough" means merely physically tough. That is just a part 
of it. Often, in adult life, the mentally toughest win — even in 
a physical fight. And there can be no doubt that when con- 
fronting and preparing for hard times there is very little that 
will assist you more than conditioning your mind for serious 
combat — acquiring the warrior's mindset. Even if you never 
have to use it! Young and old possess the potential to learn 
enough to adequately defend themselves. Women may not 
be as strong as men, but through proper training they can 
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acquire the capacity to disable a much larger and stronger 
attacker. No one need be an expert, and no one needs to 
be in his or her physical prime in order to be able to protect 
himself in an emergency. 

Everyone can learn up to his or her maximum potential, 
just as everyone can learn to play the violin or baseball. And 
while obviously only a few have the talent and discipline to 
end up playing at Carnegie Hall or center field in Yankee Sta- 
dium ... all, without exception, can learn self defense to the 
level that brings with it the crucial inner confidence that is so 
often the deciding factor in any emergency - physical, emo- 
tional, economic, medical ... you name it. 

As Gerald Celente so often counsels: To prepare for the 
times ahead, it is essential to become physically, emotionally 
and spiritually fit. It might sound as though each of these re- 
quires separate training, but that is more a consequence of 
language than a description of what actually works. There are 
more and less effective ways to reach the three-in-one goal. 
Learning combat readiness may be the most effective of all. 
For example, everyone knows it is better to be physically fit 
than unfit, and everyone knows it takes work to get fit and stay 
fit. But there are qualitatively different methods for achieving 
fitness. Here are three examples: 


1. If you spend a couple of hours a day working out with 
weights and body-building equipment in a gym, you will 
quickly get positive results. But you will not be learning 
anything, and, apart from the satisfaction of getting fit, 
you will not be experiencing anything emotionally reward- 
ing ... and there is little or no "spiritual" component at all. 
2. If you decide to play a sport, say tennis or basketball, 
they, too will get you physically fit, and will also train your 
body in feats of agility that bring intelligence into play and 
the emotional joy that comes with doing something physi- 
cal that takes skill. However, while the skills you acquire 
may spill over into your personal life and relationships, 
mostly they remain on the court. Your psyche has not been 
prepared for an emergency of any sort. 

3. If you take up a legitimate form of combat readiness, the 
training addresses physical, emotional and psychological 
issues at the same time. At a certain point you arrive at a 
level of permanent inner confidence that you can count on 
in an emergency, that imbues and affects virtually every- 
thing you do in your daily life as well as influencing those 
around you. 


The secret agents of England's SOE and the American OSS 
rarely needed to employ their unarmed combat, knife-work, 
stick fighting, handgun skills, or other individual combat 
methods. But the confidence they acquired from learning 
those skills, and the mental conditioning that they acquired 


during their training, toughened them for the deadly, nerve- 
wracking work behind enemy lines in occupied Europe and in 
Asia. The circumstances that these brave individuals endured 
“underground” in wartime may be analogous to the econom- 
ic and societal hardships we will have to face (and in many 
instances are already facing) as the familiar world crumbles 
around us. Physically, technically, and mentally conditioned 
for combat, the spies, saboteurs, and guerrillas of WWII dis- 
covered that, despite the infrequency with which these skills 
were actually put into play, mastering them put them in the 
right frame of mind. 

| recommend all those who follow Gerald Celente’s pre- 
scient trends forecasts to consider taking up practical combat- 
ives (with and without weapons), with a focus upon becom- 
ing mentally and psychologically toughened and conditioned, 
both for the socioeconomic “war” that they will, sooner or 
later, be obliged to fight and for its predictable and threaten- 
ing criminal fallout. 

Socioeconomic disaster, hardship, turbulence and turmoil 
breed crime. The psychiatrist Robert Lindner wrote that “the 
rise of the psychopath always occurs during a society's de- 
cline.” Violent crime and all manner of psychopathic preda- 
tion are at a peak in every major city in America today. 

Is it a secret that America is in decline? Decline breeds 
crime, even in unexpected places. And it follows that becom- 
ing adept in hand-to-hand and armed close combat fighting 
may one day save your life or the lives of those you love. 

Heed Gerald’s brilliant warning: “When people lose ev- 
erything and they have nothing left to lose, they lose it!” No 
psychologist, psychiatrist, or social scientist has ever put it 
more succinctly, eloquently and CORRECTLY. And, as a close 
combat/self-defense professional, | will add this: Many who 
“lose it” will turn physically violent and dangerous. There 
have been enough riots and social disturbances in our major 
cities during the last 30 to 40 years to validate this observa- 
tion. If you think “it won’t happen here,” wake up! It’s already 
happening here. 

So PREPARE. As you toughen your body, toughen your 
mind. General George Patton once said that man’s primary 
weapon is his MIND. | would add that “a mind conditioned 
for combat and self-defense is a man’s most basic, important, 
and formidable weapon.” 

What exactly does mental conditioning for close combat 
and survival mean? 

Here are the essentials: 


An acceptance deep down that it can “happen to you.” 
Even in today’s violent world most people – including 
many who train in “martial arts” — do not really believe 
in their hearts that, yes, it really could happen to me. But 
once that deep-down acceptance has become a part of 
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you, the rest almost falls into place. 
E An acceptance of the indisputable fact that self-defense 
is war — albeit war in microcosm - as | first wrote and 
taught in the 1970's. War is not sport and has nothing to 
do with esthetics or balletic "art." The competition fight- 
er in the ring is no more prepared for real hand-to-hand 
combat than the Olympic target shooter is ready for a 
gunfight. War must be won, period. Nothing else matters, 
and there is no prize for coming in second - except maybe 
a coffin or the hospital. 
B A realization that once you have no choice but to take 
physical action to protect yourself, you must attack, and 
you must attack ferociously, relentlessly, and mercilessly. 
As long as you are on the defensive, you are losing. When 
you are attacking, you are winning. Remember that. Yes, 
it goes against the grain of decent, peace-loving people. 
However, you prevail in a real-life combat only by attack- 
ing and defeating your enemy. "When you are attacked, 
attack your attacker!" You are not Superman, and you will 
need to keep on attacking, too. Humans are very, very 
hard to stop when they are aroused, determined, and 
focused on maiming or killing you. Just read the news- 
papers and listen to evening news broadcasts about the 
often incredible way that elderly women fight back suc- 
cessfully when angry and determined, or ask any police 
officer how hard it is to stop even a diminutive woman 
who is aggressively resisting arrest. 
ш An appreciation of fear; an understanding of fear's criti- 
cal, lifesaving value and importance, and a commitment to 
master and learn how to effectively utilize "fear energy." 

Back in the ‘70’s, when | came to appreciate the incred- 
ible power, resilience, speed, and ferocity with which fear 
enables a person to fight (or to do anything in virtually 
any emergency), | coined the term “fear energy." It con- 
veys the concept. You will lose the ability to make fine 
motor articulations and to do anything fancy or acrobatic, 
but when danger strikes and you are afraid, even if you 
are shaking, you will have ten times the ability to render 
gross body movements — and all practical close combat 
and self-defense actions are gross body movements. 

Above all, never fear the fear that you feel, mistakenly 
believing that now you can't do anything! That is panic. 
Panic is fear of the fear reaction. Learn to welcome, un- 
derstand, and use the fear reaction. Your adversary will 
find you a terrible force to reckon with! 
ш The understanding that there is no comparison be- 
tween competitive fighting (karate, boxing, wrestling, 
MMA, etc.) and an in-the-street fight for life. 

This is your best guide to helping you select the right 
school, teacher and techniques for study. Make sure that 
any prospective school or teacher recognizes and em- 


phasizes the preceding points for every student. Combat 
training is not a sporting contest. It is not practiced in 
sparring matches or competition events, and has nothing 
to do with titles, prizes, trophies, or medals. Real close 
combat skills are too dangerous to use on a partner who 
is supposed to walk away from the ring, even in defeat. 
Combat firearms, knife work, and stick skills, etc. are 
mastered through training and drill - not competition. 

B The realization that in any serious physical conflict, you 
will get hurt and could be killed. 

That realization is one of the best reasons to do every- 
thing possible to avoid violence. But if you have no choice 
but to defend yourself, never forget that you are in a des- 
perate war that must be won. All news accounts and po- 
lice reports that record the success of an intended victim 
against his would-be attacker indicate that, consciously or 
not, the victim who fought back had this premise. 

B Acquiring the inner commitment that, should it ever 
come to it, you will die killing your enemy, but your en- 
ету will not prevail. In a battle to the death, it is the mind 
that is free of the concern for "safety," a mind that is fo- 
cused 100 percent on the destruction of the enemy that 
almost invariably prevails. And if worse comes to worst, 
you take your killer with you! 

E In a fight, use your hands and feet only when all you 
have is your hands and feet. 

If you disdain weapons, you have a problem! Get over 
it, so that you can properly and instinctively handle fire- 
arms, knives, sticks, tomahawks, and objects at hand as 
improvised weapons in an emergency. Soldiers resort to 
hand-to-hand combat only when they cannot use their 
rifles or handguns. This must be your attitude, too — ex- 
cept you have a broader choice of weaponry. And don't 
count on “mace,” "tear gas," tasers, and the like. At the 
very least, if you don't have a firearm, knife, or stick, use 
anything as a bludgeon (laptop, heavy purse), or to jab, 
stab or cut with, or use a scarf to strangle with ... what- 
ever may come to hand. | am talking about unavoidable 
self-defense where your life or the lives of those you love 
hang in the balance. Cultivate an ability to use anything 
against your foe, and practice readiness at all times. 

Mentally ask yourself during the course of your daily 
activity, "What could 1 do if that person attacked me? 
What's at hand that | can use to hit him with?" 

E Commit to setting your mind - quite deliberately — so 
that you are always aware, alert, and cognizant of what 
and whom you are facing. 

You must be attack minded. This means always being 
prepared for the moment when you need to attack. There 
is a practical “combat color code" that helps develop the 
habit of setting the mind. Colors easily allow you to remem- 
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ber where on the scale of awareness you should be. 
WHITE: Unready. Unprepared. Avoid being "mentally in 
white," except when you are in a place that is entirely under 
your control, and you are with people you know and trust. 
YELLOW: Relaxed and alert. This means that whenever 
you are out and about in the world, you are always aware 
and alert to what is going on around you, and to anyone 
who is physically near you. (Try this next time you're out 
for a walk or in the supermarket. Staying aware and alert 
is much more difficult than you might imagine.) Commit 
to living in "Yellow." 

ORANGE: Alarm. In Yellow you say to yourself: "This fel- 
low is approaching me”; in Orange you say: "I may have 
to take this guy off the count." In Orange you are ready to 
go! Your physical demeanor does not change, and thus 
you provoke and telegraph nothing. But you've set your- 
self so that any indication of physical violence will trip 
your wire, and you will snap into... 

RED: Attack! And this is exactly what you do. The danger 
is clear and imminent, and you go. 

B Always be ready to explode into a surprise preemptive 
or counterattacking action, regardless of where you may 
be, or whom you may be with. 

Dogs and cats flop down and go to sleep on a mo- 
ment's notice. But try to sneak up on one! Instantly, a re- 
laxed dog or cat (or tiger, lion, bird or snake) springs into 
wide-awake action - ready to fight or flee. Don't worry. 
You will not become a nervous wreck if you train yourself 
to ever-readiness. Quite the contrary. Once you've made 
this decision and learned to live it, you can safely relax as 
long as no threat is apparent. You'll be ready. 


SUMMING UP 

Like it or not, we live in a dangerous world. Not all the dan- 
gers are physical. Many of the most dangerous predators and 
psychopaths wear three-piece suits and broad smiles, work 
on Wall Street, and will never break into your home. (They 
just take your money legally.) But by acquiring the mindset 
and tactical readiness that will prepare you for physical dan- 
ger, you will raise your level of mental conditioning for gen- 
eral survival, for dealing with hard times, and for protecting 
yourself against exploitation and a thousand other abuses 
that, always there, are regrettably intensified in the times we 
are now living through. You'll be more secure, and you'll be 
better able to provide security for those you love. 

When shopping for a professional with whom to study, 
look for these things: 


B His background in combat and self-defense. Mere com- 
petition credentials are irrelevant. Look at how long he's 
been around and check what he has been teaching. A pro- 


gram calling itself "self-defense" or "close combat" that 
teaches sport or that emphasizes clenched fist/high kick 
sparring, traditional karate or jujitsu may be a program 
simply aimed to capitalize upon the growing need for 
practical training. A good teacher of this subject will not 
be teaching competition or classical/traditional material. 

E Be certain that you can discuss matters with the teacher 
and get meaningful feedback. If a teacher is an egotist, or 
is indifferent to your personal concerns, look elsewhere. 

ш Techniques should largely consist of low and simple 
kicks; open hand blows (including eyes and throat at- 
tacks); and the use of the knees, elbows, teeth, and head 
(these last two for biting and butting). 

ш Good tactical readiness – how to perceive potential 
trouble and avoid it, methods of deception, maximizing 
the element of surprise and so on should be stressed. 

B Realism. No "quick and easy” or "defense without injur- 
ing the attacker" nonsense. Frank acceptance of the fact 
that more than one attacker may need to be contended 
with, and that weapons are often used by attackers. 

ш The integration of weapons with unarmed skills. De- 
pending upon legal restrictions, the specific weapons 
taught may vary. But no legitimate close combat teacher 
advocates unarmed defense when a weapon is available 
and may lawfully be employed. 

ш Skills that are retainable and usable throughout life. 
Quality combative and defense methods can be em- 
ployed by a healthy (sometimes even not-so-healthy) 
80-year-old. That which is taught should be taught with 
the understanding that you may need to call upon it to 
defend yourself or a loved one many years after you leave 
training. Or — as we'd hope — you never stop training, 
your skills will always be sharp and available throughout 
your lifetime. 


About the author: Brad Steiner is an internationally known 
teacher and author in the close combat, self-defense, physi- 
cal training, hypnosis, security, and survival fields. He is for- 
mer Washington State Director of the American Society of 
Law Enforcement Trainers. 

Mr. Steiner has a background in unconventional warfare, 
bodyguarding, and intelligence, and has been a close com- 
bat and self-defense teacher since the late 1960s. He runs the 
Academy of Self-Defense in Seattle, Washington, and is Presi- 
dent of the International Combat Martial Arts Federation. 

Brad Steiner may be contacted by e-mail: bradleystein- 
er@msn.com or info@seattlecombatives.com, or by phone: 
(206)523-8642. Check his two web sites: www.americancom- 
bato.com and www.seattlecombatives.com for information 
and instruction. Also, for additional close combat training 
courses, see: www.attackproof.com. 
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(Continued from page 25) 
tests leave the country immediately. 

The demand underscored the sectarian ele- 
ment of the anti-government movement in the 
tiny, strategic island kingdom, where majority 
Shiites are demonstrating for more rights and 
freedom against a Sunni dynasty that has ruled 
Bahrain for two centuries. 

About 1,500 troops from Saudi Arabia, the 
United Arab Emirates and other Sunni-led Gulf 
states entered Bahrain two weeks ago at the in- 
vitation of Bahrain's monarch. The king also de- 
clared emergency rule and cracked down on pro- 
testers, killing at least 20. 

А senior Shiite opposition leader, Ali Salman, 
said the foreign troops must leave because the 
opposition rejects "any military intervening for 
any party" in Bahrain. Salman also said Iran 
shouldn't interfere. 

“We don't want Bahrain to turn into a conflict 
zone between Saudi Arabia and Iran,” which has 
condemned the deployment, Salman said at a 
news conference in the capital, Manama. "That's 
why we object to the Saudi intervention. We call 
for immediate withdrawal of the troops, and we 


reject Iranian interference.” (AP, 30 March 2011) 


Publisher's Note: Here is the political science version 
of a theoretical "thought experiment." What if Iranian 
President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad took a page out of 
American President Barack Obamadinejad's foreign pol- 
icy playbook? 

Imagine Ahmadinejad on Iranian TV, explaining to his 
people why he unilaterally intervened in Bahrain where 
fellow Shiites were being killed by Saudi invaders. Having 
already launched a massive missile attack on Bahrain air 
defenses and military installations in order to establish a 
“no-fly zone,” he took his words directly from the mouth 


of his US counterpart's 28 March 2011 speech: 


“Mindful of the risks and costs of military action, 
we are naturally reluctant to use force to solve the 
Middle East's many challenges. But when our in- 


to give way to the promise of freedom. In cities 
and towns across the country, Bahrainians took 
to the streets to claim their basic human rights. 
As one Bahrainian said, ‘For the first time we fi- 
nally have hope that our nightmare of 40 years 
will soon be over.’ 

I made it clear that Hamad bin Isa Al Khalifa 
had lost the confidence of his people and the le- 
gitimacy to lead, and I said that he needed to step 
down from power. Instead, the King chose to es- 
calate his attacks, launching a military campaign 
against the Bahrainian Shia. Innocent people were 
targeted for killing. Hospitals and ambulances 
were attacked. 

At this point, Iran faced a choice. We knew that 
if we waited one more day, Manama, a city nearly 
the size of Podunk, Iowa, could suffer a massacre 
that would have reverberated across the region and 
stained the conscience of the world. It was not in 
our national interest to let that happen. I refused 
to let that happen. I authorized military action to 
stop the killing and enforce treaty obligations with 
a broad coalition of allies, which includes Russia, 
China, North Korea, Turkey and Venezuela. 

While our military mission is narrowly focused 
on saving lives, we continue to pursue the broader 
goal of a Bahrain that belongs not to a dictator or 
the minority Sunni, but to all its people ... includ- 
ing the majority Shia. 

To brush aside Iran's responsibility as a leader 
and — more profoundly — our responsibilities to 
our fellow human beings under such circumstanc- 
es would have been a betrayal of who we are. 

Tonight, let us give thanks for the Iranians who 
are serving through these trying times, and the co- 
alition that is carrying our effort forward. And let 
us look to the future with confidence and hope not 
only for our own country, but for all those yearning 
for freedom around the world. 

Thank you. Praise be to Allah, and may Al- 
lah bless the Islamic Republic of Iran. (Applause.) 
Thank you." 


terests and values are at stake, we have a responsi- In keeping with this political science thought experi- 
bility to act. That's what happened in Bahrain over ment, in 500 words or less, what do you believe would be 
the course of these last six weeks. the responses of: 

For more than four decades, the Bahraini peo- 
ple have been ruled by tyrants - the Al Khalifa 1. President Barak Obamadinejad 
Royal family. They denied their people freedom, 2. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
exploited their wealth and murdered opponents. 3. President Nicolas “Sarko the American" Sarkozy 
Last month, the tyrant's grip of fear appeared 4. Prime Minister David Cameron 
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5. Rush Limbaugh, Bill O'Reilly, Rachel Maddow and 
media/Beltway pundits such as Larry, Curley and Moe? 


Our thought experiment is not just a mental exercise. It 
puts into perspective and provides a context that is al- 
ready being used, and will continue to be used, by nations 
to invade and/or attack other nations. Rationales ranging 
from the legitimate to the ludicrous will be promoted or 
invented by world leaders — ranging from the psychotic to 
the schizoid to the paranoid - as "The Ist Great War of 
the 21st Century" metastasizes. 


New Wars/Old Wars In April 2011, The Great 
War was still confined mainly to the Middle Eastern re- 
gion and still treated as if it were a largely Arab Awak- 
ening out of decades of torpor and into democracy. 
Each nation was a powder keg, each filled to the brim 
with its particular volatile mix and each with its own 
length of fuse. And with each passing week it seemed 
that yet another fuse was being lit, though some ex- 
plosions made more noise than others. Tunisia, Egypt, 
Yemen, Bahrain, Libya, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, Algeria, 


Morocco, Oman, Syria ... all would erupt. Some nations 
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"Another Day in The Desert" 


would dissolve into chaos and civil war, others would 
slowly evolve into new forms of government, still others 
would stagnate and maintain a sputtering status quo. 

What all the outbreaks had in common was the 
absence of any real final conclusion. Elections would 
be held, postponed, rigged, contested, reversed and 
ignored. Who would replace whom, what would the 
changes of government mean ... if they meant anything 
at all? 

Was there a grand design concealed behind the 
sound and the fury - all those uprisings, riots, clamp- 
downs, massacres, cruise missiles, bombings, strafing, 
mortar fire and defections? 

To believe that that the massive military interven- 
tion by the not-so-broad-coalition of the US, France, 
UK and NATO was nobly motivated was to ignore the 
long history of involvement in the region by the inter- 
vening foreign powers. All the self-righteous talk (of 
humanitarian and democratic concern) made for good 
patriotic chest-pounding in editorials, on op-ed pages 
and on mainstream TV news. It might have satisfied the 
intellectually bereft and terminally gullible, but it was 

(Continued on page 34) 
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Eugene Gregan 


The Economics of “The 1% Great War 


of the 21** Century” 


By Paul Craig Roberts 


he primary ingredients of the Great War were ris- 

ing food and energy prices, high unemployment, 

and corrupt, unresponsive governments. Let's 
take them in turn. 

In the second decade of the 21st century, rising food and 
energy prices had three causes, each stemming from US 
government policy: debasement of the US dollar, the elimina- 
tion of position limits on speculators, and globalism, which 
replaced viable agricultural communities with monocultures. 
According to the World Bank, these price hikes pushed anoth- 
er 44 million people around the world into extreme poverty 
and hunger. And, according to the World Bank, wheat prices 
more than doubled between June 2010 and January 2011. 
(www.worldbank.org) 

The World Bank, a member of the White Shoe Club, at- 
tributed the sharp rise in prices to weather and export restric- 
tions. The fact that the World Bank itself prices wheat in US 
dollars, while stronger currencies, such as the Swiss franc 
and Australian and Canadian dollars, continued to make new 
highs against the US dollar, had, in the World Bank's opinion, 
nothing to do with the price of wheat — or corn (maize), which 
had risen 73 percent in US dollars during the same period. 

In 2011, speculation fed by turmoil in the Middle East and 
North Africa pushed the price of oil over $100 per barrel by 
April and there appeared little to suggest it had peaked. 

Debasement of the US dollar was the Federal Reserve's 
contribution. The Fed monetized US government budget 
deficits, which were too large to be financed by any other 
means than the printing press. Printing money also served, 
in the Fed's view, to prevent a deflationary depression by 
spurring inflation. 

The initial impact was on the dollar's exchange value. 
Since the dollar served as the world's reserve currency, vast 
quantities of dollars and dollar-denominated assets, such as 
Treasuries and equities, were held by foreigners. As foreign 
central banks and investors saw the printing presses rolling, 
they reasoned that it was only a matter of time before their 
dollar holdings lost their value, and they began seeking ways 
to lighten their dollar inventories. 

Gold and silver rose in price, and sounder currencies — 
such as the Swiss franc, Canadian dollar, and Australian dollar 
— hit new highs against the US dollar. As the US dollar de- 
clined in exchange value, commodities priced in dollars, such 
as oil and grains, rose in price. 

In the meantime, Wall Street had created a new gambling 


instrument by getting position limits removed on commod- 
ity trading. The purpose of speculation had always been 
to smooth the market between buyers and sellers. For ex- 
ample, grains do not flow continuously into markets; they 
come in bulk at harvest time. Users, such as cereal compa- 
nies, do not need entire crops at once, so when harvests 
come in, supply can exceed demand. At other times of the 
year, when there are no crops, demand can exceed supply. 
The function of speculators was to allocate commodities 
through time. 

To prevent speculators from purchasing entire crops and 
then selling at a monopoly price, the government placed posi- 
tion limits on speculators that restricted their presence and 
guaranteed that producers and users, not financial intermedi- 
aries, were the dominant players in the markets. 

The White Shoe Boys saw an opportunity, and investment 
banks began buying up commodity trading companies. The 
next step was to get rid of position limits by convincing the 
regulator, the Commodity Futures Trading Corporation, that 
speculation was just a legitimate form of hedging, no differ- 
ent from the physical hedging done by farmers and food pro- 
cessing companies. Once this was achieved, financial firms 
could throw huge quantities of speculative money into com- 
modities markets and use any disruption or uncertainty as a 
cover to drive up commodity prices. The enormous run-up in 
the prices of oil and gasoline during 2008, when there was no 
shortage, was one consequence. The process was repeated in 
2011, following the outbreak of political protests throughout 
the Arab world. 

While the Fed was debasing the dollar and the White Shoe 
Boys were driving up commodity prices, globalism was creat- 
ing millions of new urban poor in the third world by replac- 
ing diverse agricultural communities with large-scale mono- 
culture. Countries ceased to produce their own food. Instead, 
they produced agricultural commodities for export in global 
markets, and became dependent on imported food. With food 
prices at record highs and farmers displaced to urban slums 
by the Enclosures of the 21st century, a fuse was lit. 


Author's Note: The Enclosures in England started in the 13th 
century and occurred as late as the 19th century. The medieval 
manor was not private property. Lord and serfs had use rights 
to the land, and the lord had rights to the serfs' labor. The man- 
or produced not for market but for its own use. It was a self- 
contained economy. As trade developed and money became 


32 


The Trends Journal • Spring 2011 


important, lords used "fire and 
sword," in Marx's words, to 
drive serfs from the land in or- 
der to enclose it, that is, to con- 
vert it to private property. This 
created "free labor," a labor 
market, and it converted land 
to producing goods for market 
rather than for direct use. Marx 
considers it the transition to 
private property and capital- 
ism. Enclosures made private 
what was shared or common. 1 
make the comparison of farm- 
ing communities uprooted by 
dam projects and large-scale 
monoculture to the Enclosures 
because it is historically apt 
and very important, especially 
as there is no Industrial Revolu- 
tion to absorb the new victims 
of enclosures. 


In the US, the day the dol- 
lar tanked, Americans accus- 
tomed to scraping by with Wal-Mart prices walked into Wal- 
Mart and encountered Neiman Marcus prices. A fuse was lit. 

While prices rose, so did unemployment. In the Third 
World, millions of people were dispossessed as a result of 
World Bank dam projects, austerity programs, and large-scale 
monoculture agriculture. Western countries, especially the 
US, continued their decline into Third World backwaters as 
middle class jobs continued to flow to lower-wage countries, 
such as China. Manufacturing centers, such as Detroit, Michi- 
gan (with forty square miles of the city abandoned), became 
wastelands. To stay afloat for another year, Chicago sold off 
75 years of its parking meter revenues to Arabs for an upfront 
one-time payment. 

Governments hid high unemployment rates by rigging 
employment numbers to report only 40 percent of the unem- 
ployed, simply eliminating them from the work force. With 
true US unemployment at 22 percent in March of 2011, Wall 
Street shills proclaimed economic recovery. 

The failure of the Obama administration to reverse the 
Bush regime's policies of war, police state, and bailouts for 
the rich resulted in mid-term elections that put Republicans 
back in control of the House of Representatives and state gov- 
ernments. Republican governors, faced with severely unbal- 
anced budgets, blamed the crisis on public sector unions and 
introduced legislation to ban such unions. 

Many conservatives saw the attack on public sector unions 


as a way to eliminate the privi- 
leges of government employ- 
ees. However, what really was 
afoot was removing all barri- 
ers to privatizing public servic- 
es, such as education, for the 
benefit of profit-making corpo- 
rations. Americans — whose 
pensions had been ripped off 
by Wall Street and whose jobs 
and careers had been ripped 
off by offshoring corpora- 
tions — were now going to be 
ripped off by private corpora- 
tions charging for public ser- 
vices. Another fuse was lit. 

The offshoring of jobs, 
pushed by Wall Street's de- 
mands for higher corporate 
earnings and by the demands 
of large retailers such as Wal- 
Mart for suppliers "to meet 
the Chinese price," took a toll 
not only on manufacturing 
jobs but also on professional 
service jobs, such as engineering and design, which had 
served as entry positions into the middle class for college 
graduates. H-1B work visas for foreign workers took another 
chunk of career opportunities away from college graduates. 
H-1B visas permitted foreigners to be brought in as contract 
labor at two-thirds the salary for seven years. The work- 
ers could be replaced with a new crop, thus terminating the 
need for retirement plans and raises over the course of a 
career. The displaced college graduates could not even find 
employment as waiters, waitresses, cooks or supermarket 
check-out clerks, as foreign youth were brought in on R-1 
visas as contract labor. 

By the end of the first decade of the 21st century, the dis- 
placement of the US workforce by foreigners had resulted in 
fewer Americans being employed at the end of the decade 
than at the beginning, despite population growth of 10 per- 
cent. And despite claims of economic recovery, by the end of 
the decade real median household income had not recovered 
the level attained at the beginning of the decade. 

Policymakers, thinking in terms of the previous century's 
economy, did not understand that they could not inflate the 
economy back to full employment when jobs had moved 
abroad. Consequently, they added high inflation to high un- 
employment, and lit another fuse. 

As crises mounted, rulers remained unresponsive to the 
ruled. Hypocrisies appeared everywhere in the US govern- 
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ment and eroded the people's toleration and ассер- 
tance of government. Republicans shielded Wall Street 
fraudsters from criticism and blamed the financial cri- 
sis on poor people buying houses that they could not 
afford. President Obama, a Nobel Peace Prize laure- 
ate, had more wars and military occupations under- 
way than the Bush/Cheney neocon regime. Secretary 
of State Hillary Clinton did not bat an eye when a dis- 
senter was dragged beaten and bloody from the audi- 
ence during her speech praising America's commit- 
ment to dissent. 

US soldier Bradley Manning, who complied with 
the US Military Code and revealed war crimes, was 
held in solitary confinement for months – without 
charges - in a US Marine dungeon, under abusive 
conditions similar to those inflicted on Guantanamo 
detainees. Manning's cell turned out to be smaller 
than the cages that animal scientist Marc Bekoff found 
drives animals insane. 

While the government preached tolerance and di- 
versity, Kansas Republican state legislator Virgil Peck 
announced that "it might be a good idea to control il- 
legal immigration the way the feral hog population is 
controlled, with hunters shooting from helicopters." 

As families were driven from their homes by fore- 
closures, and the ranks of the unemployed and dispos- 
sessed grew, the US government remained profligate 
in its wars, profligate in tax cuts and bailouts for the 
mega-rich, and profligate in giving unlimited monop- 
oly power to unregulated financial institutions, at the 
same time targeting income-support programs that 
might aid the middle class and on which the poor and 
elderly are dependent for budget cuts. 

The retrogression of America into one-class-rule lit 
another fuse. 


About the author: former associate editor of the Wall 
Street Journal and columnist for Business Week, Dr. 
Paul Craig Roberts served on personal and committee 
staffs in the House and Senate, and served as Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury for Economic Policy during 
the Reagan Administration. He has held academic ap- 
pointments at Stanford University, Georgetown Uni- 
versity, Virginia Tech, Tulane University, George Ma- 
son University, and the University of New Mexico. Dr. 
Roberts was awarded the US Treasury's Silver Medal, 
the French Legion of Honor, and has testified before 
committees of Congress on 30 occasions. Forbes Me- 
dia Guide ranked him as one of the seven top American 
journalists, and he was awarded the Warren Brookes 
prize for excellence in journalism. 


(Continued from page 31) 
clearly agenda camouflage. 

But of what? Certainly oil, but it went deeper than 
the wells. (See “The Economics of ‘The Ist Great War 
of the 21st Century,” page 32) 


Trend Forecast: This Trends Journal is largely devoted to 
preparing you for “The Ist Great War of the 21st Century.” 
But at this pre-war juncture, our greater purpose is to do 
anything we can to help prevent it. 

If war is preventable at all, it can only be prevented by 
people truly understanding what they are being led into 
and why. This is not a glorified Mel Gibson Hollywood war 
movie, or DC political drama, or a TV reality show. But 
that's the way the “production” will be packaged and sold 
to the public ... the public who will be forced to pay for it 
with both their money and their lives. 

Always remember, guaranteed, the "producers" and 
“directors” – the people who will declare war – will not 
be sent to the front and neither they nor their children 
will pay with their lives. Аз for the money, they're set for 
life. A few bucks more spent on war won't make a differ- 
ence to them. 

Barack Obama won't be leading the charge on a white 
horse, he'll be in the White House playing the role of 
Commander in Chief. Hillary Clinton won't be playing 
Florence Nightingale, treating the wounded on the battle- 
field. And their own children, Malia and Sasha, won't be 
pulled out of private school to serve, nor will Chelsea be 
obliged to make “the ultimate sacrifice." 

Not one among all those big talking, Botoxed politi- 
cians and broadcasters will put his or her neck on the 
line to set an example, to show what it takes to take out a 
tyrant. None of these gutless wonders, who've never been 
in so much as a bar fight, will see any action ... until the 
global war goes local. 

Local? You bet. Hometown USA, Londontown, any 
town, anywhere. 

A false-flag attack to incite fear, provoke patriotism 
and justify more war? Or a foreign-flag revenge attack? 
А dirty bomb or bio-chem WMD contaminating DC, Des 
Moines, Dallas. A few poisoned local water supplies send- 
ing shock waves of terror throughout the entire nation. A 
suitcase nuke set off in New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, 
creating a panic that would change the landscape of the 
nation. Crazed masses, desperate to escape the carnage 
from the thermal blast and the fallout left behind would 
stop at nothing. 

It was not until April of 2011 that the nomenclature 
began to change. What had been drummed into public 
consciousness as "terrorism" (because they hate our free- 
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dom and liberty) was now being properly called “revenge 
attack," a trend we have been writing about for over a de- 
cade. In December of 1997 we forecast: 


New Millennium Warfare 
Wars on a global scale or wars between mis- 
matched adversaries will no longer require big 
armies, navies or air forces. Instead, a new era of 
“briefcase warfare" will be ushered in, eliminat- 
ing the traditional battlefield and pitched battles 
between clearly delineated enemies. 

Laptop technology has produced a deadly ar- 
senal of cheap, portable weaponry - chemical, 
bacteriological and nuclear ... This new model of 
warfare will premier in the theaters of the Middle 
East, the former Soviet Union or in developed 
nations that provide military and/or economic 
support to one side over another in otherwise re- 
gional conflicts. (See “New Millennium Warfare,” 
Trends Journal, Winter 1998) 


As the Libyan War escalated and Col. Qaddafi dug in, 
promising revenge, the FBI and Homeland Security set 
in motion counterterrorism measures designed to prevent 
attacks against US citizens. 


Publisher's Note: While the knowledge that FBI G-Men 
and “Big Sis” Janet Napolitano’s Homeland Security 
team were on the case was meant to be reassuring, any- 
one naive enough to believe that all terror attacks could 
be detected and forestalled was watching too many 
movies and too much TV. 

It's common knowledge that tons of illegal drugs and 
hundreds of thousands of illegal aliens routinely pen- 
etrate US borders despite the hundreds of billions spent 
on the War on Drugs and border security. What makes 
anyone think that the same people that keep losing the 
War on Drugs and Illegals will suddenly win the War 


on Terror? 


Trendpost: When terror strikes, youre on your own. 
There won't be anyone there to save you. It happens in an 
instant. Be prepared! (See *Mental Conditioning for Self- 
Defense, Security, and Survival," page 26) 

Do you know where your money is and will you be able 
to get your hands on it in the event of a major strike? On 
9/11, Wall Street closed and neither stocks nor CDs could 
be cashed out until it reopened a week later. 

Now, with the global economy so fragile and interde- 
pendent, а 9/11 magnitude strike anywhere would cause 
a financial panic everywhere. Governments could call a 


bank holiday, in which case withdrawals would be lim- 
ited. Or a cyber attack could sabotage the entire system, 
making withdrawals impossible. 


War, Wars and More Wars The complex forces 
provoking the many wars and the motives of the nations 
and myriad of special interests involved in starting them 
would preclude any neat or comprehensive explanation. 
As the wars wore on and took on unexpected new forms, 
the original script — dramatizing the reasons why the 
politicians took their nations to war — would be rewrit- 
ten. And so what? 

Do people really care why their leaders lead them into 
war? Possibly in theory, but in practice they have not tak- 
en measures to unite them in preventing their tax money 
from being squandered on death and destruction ... their 
own and others. 

Even if they did care, the combination of constant 
political/media spin and the sheer volume of informa- 
tion assaulting one and all cannot help but create a per- 
sistent state of apprehensive confusion. The propaganda 
and the staging - the trappings of office, the military 
regalia, the fluttering flags, the patriotic pep talks, the 
solemn proclamations - all intended to instill fear, guilt 
and/or hysteria — reduce the majority to compliant obe- 
dience and mass amnesia. 

After just a few months into the Libyan War, how many 
remembered that the original reason given for the “broad 
coalition" to intervene was that the Arab League had pe- 
titioned the UN to authorize a no-fly zone? 


U.S. Welcomes Arab League's 
"Important Step" On Libya 
WASHINGTON – The United States on Satur- 
day backed the Arab League's call for the U.N. 
Security Council to impose a no-fly zone over 

Libya ... .” 

“We welcome this important step by the Arab 
League, which strengthens the international 
pressure on Qaddafi and support for the Libyan 
people,” the White House said in a statement. 

The Arab League earlier on Saturday asked 
the council to impose the no-fly zone, giving a 
regional seal of approval that NATO has said 
is vital for any military action. (Reuters, March 


13, 2011) 


That was the way the no-fly zone was sold to the public. 
It was the Western world responding to the “welcome” 
call for help against the tyranny of the "Mad Dog of the 
Middle East." 
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Or was it a set up? Was an unwilling Arab League co- 
erced into providing a front — “а seal of approval ... vital 
for any military action" — so as to avoid the appearance of 
a "Crusade" conducted by Western powers invading a Mus- 
lim nation yet again? According to Abderrahim Foukara, 
Al Jazeera's Washington DC Bureau Chief, it was just that; 
a set-up, a US-engineered pretext to attack Libya. 

In a heated debate with Gerald Celente on China Radio 
International's “Today” broadcast (regarding the justifi- 
cation of the US/NATO attacks on Libya), Foukara admit- 
ted to what had not been hinted at in the extensive media 
coverage, nor suggested either before or after the attacks: 


“What is important about the decision of the Arab 
League ... is that it was forthcoming ... because 
the Arab League came under pressure from the 
West and particularly the United States to help 
provide political cover for the military operations 
in Libya ... .” (Click here for the CRI interview) 


This was no ordinary journalist offering his personal 
opinion that the Arab League had come under pressure 
“to help provide political cover for the military operations 
in Libya." This was coming from a man on the inside. 

Foukara works for Al Jazeera, which is owned by the 
Qatar government, the only Arab League member to pro- 
vide even token support by sending four jets to go on pa- 
trol over Libya with NATO squadrons. 

"Pressure from the West and particularly the United 
States to help provide political cover,” or no pressure, 
what is undeniable is that once the US and its *broad 
coalition" got the go ahead for “bombs away,” it was the 
Arab League that took "cover." 


Arab League criticizes 
allied air strikes on Libya 
CAIRO — The head of the Arab League has criti- 
cized international strikes on Libya, saying they 
caused civilian deaths. 

The Arab League's support for a no-fly zone 
last week helped overcome reluctance in the West 
for action in Libya. The UN authorized not only a 
no-fly zone but also "all necessary measures" to 
protect civilians. 

Amr Moussa says the military operations have 
gone beyond what the Arab League backed. 

Moussa has told reporters Sunday that “what 
happened differs from the no-fly zone objec- 
tives.” He says “what we want is civilians’ protec- 
tion not shelling more civilians." 

US and European strikes overnight targeted 


mainly air defenses, the US military said. Libya 
says 48 people were killed, including civilians. 


(AP, 20 March 2011) 


The Arab League that had beseeched the UN to come to 
the rescue of endangered fellow Arab civilians in Libya, 
almost immediately disavowed the very actions it had 
called for. The US and NATO, given the UN green light, 
quickly turned the ^humanitarian mission" into a major 
military operation in support of anti-Qaddafi forces. 


Same Game, New Name Just as the Libya war 
script would be continually revised to justify hostilities 
(even though the initial pretext was no longer valid), the 
same revisionist tendency would be applied to other wars, 
conflicts, “humanitarian missions" and “time-limited, 
scope-limited military action(s).” 

As the new wars flamed and the “Arab Spring” mo- 
nopolized the headlines, the weary old, unwinnable wars 
of yesteryear floundered. Afghanistan, the longest war in 
American history, continued to consume billions, while 
producing more dead bodies, more anti-US hatred ... but 
no victory. 

What would constitute victory? The war had been 
dragging on for so long that almost no one could remem- 
ber why it was launched. When Afghanistan was invaded 
following 9/11, it was to bring back Osama bin Laden 
“Dead or Alive” and to close down Afghan-based Al Qa- 
eda training camps. (See “Flash Point — Afghanistan,” 
Trends Journal, Spring 2010) 

Eleven years later, with bin Laden still on the lam or 
dead, and with the US command admitting that barely 100 
Al Qaeda remain in Afghanistan, the ongoing rationale to 
keep the fight alive is to rid the nation of the evil Taliban 
... formerly America’s Afghan “freedom fighters,” when 
they were armed to fight against occupying Soviet forces. 

And as for Iraq, eight years later, with Saddam Hussein 
dead, his weapons of mass destruction debunked, his ties 
to Al Qaeda discredited, the reasons for invading have been 
long invalidated, yet the war drags on. The new script now 
reads: “The world is a better place with Saddam Hussein 
gone.” And despite the frequent suicide attacks, targeted 
killings, rampant poverty, ruined infrastructure and irre- 
vocably dysfunctional government, the DC comics declare 
themselves “extremely optimistic about Iraq's democracy.” 

So successful was their democracy, that in the “Arab 
Spring" of 2011, Iraqis, too, declared their Day of Rage 
and took to the streets to protest corruption, unemploy- 
ment, poverty and a lack of basic services — and they, too, 
were beaten and killed by security forces. 

And then there was Pakistan, succeeding only in ful- 
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filling our forecast that it could nev- 
er succeed. In an April 2011 report 
to Congress, the White House con- 
ceded that after years of supporting 
the Pakistani military to defeat Al 
Qaeda, "there remains no clear path 
toward defeating the insurgency." 

In other words, after a decade 
of bloodshed and billions wasted, 
they're losing the war. 

Nuclear armed, endemically cor- 
rupt, fractious, poor and forever on 
the verge of civil war, everything 
about Pakistan that was unsolvable 
was exacerbated by America's ha- 
bitual intrusive foreign policy initia- 
tives. (See “Flashpoint - Pakistan,” 
Trends Journal, Spring 2010) 

Under Obama, obsessed with 
eradicating Taliban and Al Qaeda 
networks from the Pakistani/Afghan borders, the CIA 
expanded the not-so-covert, covert Pakistani operations 
begun by George W. Bush. The incessant barrage of CIA 
drone attacks killed thousands of “suspected (never prov- 
en) militants” along with unsuspecting innocent civilians. 

Presumably, this was The United States of Amer- 
ica that President Obama praised as having “played a 
unique role as an anchor of global security and advocate 
for human freedom.” 

The energies unleashed by the “Arab Spring” of 2011 
would not be confined to the Middle East and North Af- 
rica. The wars were flaring up everywhere, and although 
the United States played roles in some of the conflicts, 
others generated their own toxic brew of hatred and vio- 
lence and needed no foreign help to ferment it. 

Azerbaijan was erupting in protest, Swaziland and 
the Ivory Coast were in the grip of civil war. Mexico was 
devolving into war between the government and drug 
cartels, which were at war with each other. Belarus and 
Kazakhstan’s democratically elected rulers-in-perpetuity 
clamped down on demonstrators protesting rigged elec- 
tions that promised continued corruption, fewer jobs, and 
less freedom. 

It was violence as usual between Israel and Palestine. 
In 2011, there wasn’t even the usual talk of Peace Talks 
... since Israel had announced in 2010 that it would con- 
tinue its “settlement” policy, i.e. appropriating Arab land 
to build housing developments. 

What was not usual was the certain prospect that 
widespread political changes throughout the Middle East 


would result in regimes that were less willing to accom- 


modate America’s unconditional 
support for Israel and that were 
openly more hostile to Israel than 
the regimes they replaced. For ex- 
ample, in Spring of 2011, the pros- 
pect of a less Israel-tolerant leader 
replacing Hosni Mubarak was but- 
tressed by early polls showing solid 
support for former Foreign Minis- 
ter Amr Moussa, a figure whose 
anti-Israel stance was reflected in 
a 2001 Egyptian hit tune contain- 
ing the lyrics, “I hate Israel and I 
love Amr Moussa.” 

Israel, always in survival mode, 
will gravitate toward electing ever 
harder-line politicians promising 
even harder-line policies regard- 
ing Palestine, Syria, Iran and Leb- 
anon. While the world focuses on 
toppling the region's monarchs and dictators, an increas- 
ingly isolated Israel will pose one of the greatest dangers 
to the region. 

And while Israel's Arab neighbors were in no sense 
allies, WikiLeaked documents revealed that some were, 
effectively, silent partners (Haaretz: “Bahrain King 
boasted of intelligence ties with Israel" - 7 April 2011). 
Stripped of even such grudging acceptance, Israel would 
find itself bereft of buffers and surrounded by enemies. 

Should a cornered Israel launch a preemptive strike, 
or should any of its major adversaries attack Israel, the 
nuclear option would become a realistic threat. No place 
in the Middle East had a shorter fuse, with the potential 
for a bigger explosion, than did Israel. 


Anthony Freda/Acme Шох 


ARMS AND ARMISTICE 

The Korean War, the war that never ended, the one that put 
the "arms" in Armistice was, in 2010, closer to re-ignition 
than at any time since the 1953 standoff. As with the Is- 
raeli/Palestinian conflict, tensions between the nations was 
a constant, and - in an atomic second - the Korean Penin- 
sula could combust into a nuclear holocaust. Even absent 
the nuclear option, both nations possess sufficient conven- 
tional military capacity to ensure their mutual destruction. 

Should war break out between the two Koreas, we fore- 
cast China and America will once again become enemies 
at war. The respective allegiances were forged when the 
Korean War began back in 1950; China with the North, 
America with the South. A North vs. South conflict would 
not only spread to neighboring nations, but could ensnare 
the entire continent in the web of war. 
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The Falling Bottom Line Children аге taught it 
and adults repeat it. In the Western world, "religion" is 
the knee-jerk response as to why wars in the distant past 
were fought. It's any easy way to explain away complex is- 
sues. By drawing God into conflicts that are entirely man 
made, initiators of the violence absolve themselves of all 
responsibility. 

Though the uprisings in the 


capacity and its ability to compete in the global market. 

Moreover, the indebted nations would be required to 
privatize valuable resources and industries to service 
the debt, with the profits going to creditors, often in for- 
eign countries. 

In layman's terms, “bailout” is a euphemism for state 
sponsored loan-sharking. Precious national assets are sold 
at bargain basement prices to 


Middle East were initially, and 
correctly, attributed to high un- 
employment, widespread pov- 
erty, lack of opportunity, rising 
prices and rampant corruption, 
it would not take long for the 
script to change from implicat- 
ing politics and economics to 
implicating God. 

Shortly following the down- 
fall of Hosni Mubarak, western 
politicians, the media and ana- 
lysts sounded the alarm: “Be- 
ware, here comes the Muslim 
Brotherhood." Yet, two months 
later, polls showed only 10 per- 


cent of Egyptians would vote 


political insiders, robbing the 
nation of its wealth. 

How did the bailouts of 
Portugal, Ireland and Greece 
figure into the Great War? It 
was the same bottom line is- 
sue that brought on the "Arab 
Spring." Apart from nationali- 
ties and languages, the provo- 
cations were the same: high 
unemployment, restless youth, 
rising prices, etc. — and, of 
course, corruption. 

But it wasn't the stereotypi- 
cal Middle Eastern-style cor- 
ruption of vulgar Arab sheiks 


doing dirty deals behind closed 


Anthony Freda/Acme Шог 


for the leader of the Brother- 
hood as president. 

And if the Brotherhood wasnt a frightening enough 
group to use as a pretext to blame religion for the troubles, 
there was always an endless supply of faceless, nameless, Is- 
lamic extremists lurking in the shadows, waiting for the op- 
portunity to set up Sharia Law and threaten governments 
around the world. 

But it was not religion that sparked the conflagrations. 
As “the good book” has it, “money is the root of all evil.” 
(1 Timothy 6:10) 

It was neither God nor Allah that would take the world 
into “The Ist Great War of the 21st Century.” It was the 
falling bottom line. 

In 2011, all across Europe, the bottom continued to fall 
out of the bottom line. Like Greece and Ireland before it, 
the Portuguese government, after religiously vowing never 
to ask for a bailout, asked for a $118 billion bailout from the 
European Union. 

Bailouts were not gifts, but debt traps — loans at interest 
rates lower than the private sector but still unmanageably 
high. Endlessly piling new un-repayable debt on top of old 
un-repayable debt would not solve the underlying problem, 
If fact, it would worsen it. By imposing forced austerity 
measures and draconian spending cuts in order to service 
the debt, the bailed-out nation would reduce its productive 


doors with shifty business mo- 
guls. In Europe, corruption was refined, honorable, pru- 
dent and openly practiced. It was called “banking.” 

Legal, state-sanctioned European financial corruption 
that made more billions for billionaires and mega-millions 
for multi-millionaires had crashed or crippled many EU 
member countries. 


BALLOT BOX BLUES 
In the Middle East and North Africa, corruption pushed 


the poor into destitution, while European-style crony capi- 
talism (aka corruption) not only made the poor poorer, but 
also drove the middle class toward poverty. 

When it became apparent to Europeans that their faith 
in the ballot box was misplaced, an infuriated populace 
would rise to confront their tormentors. Stylistic differ- 
ences aside, the results would be similar to those that had 
already convulsed and destabilized the Middle East and 
North Africa. 

Civil conflicts would flame into civil wars. Disputes be- 
tween neighboring nations would escalate into open hostil- 
ities that would spread across the continent. New alliances 
would form as the European Union splintered. In 2011, the 
EU was already under financial siege and faced with ir- 
resolvable, intrinsic economic imbalances that put small 
nations, such as Portugal, at a competitive disadvantage. 
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Over and above the mounting financial/economic 
pressures that would contribute to the breakup of the EU 
was a crisis, a megatrend, that no nation wanted to, or 
could, deal with. 


The Great Migration In March 2011, the first wave 
of the human tsunami washed ashore. Tens of thousands 
of desperate refugees fleeing North Africa and the Middle 
East made landfall in the nearest Italian port. By mid-April, 
the UN reported that more than half a million people had 
fled Libya in the preceding two months and that the pace 
of the exodus was picking up. 

Without means to cope with the multitude, Italy asked 
its EU allies for a helping hand but got the cold shoulder 
instead. “Italy must live up to its responsibilities,” said Ger- 
many' interior minister, Hans-Peter Friedrich. “Italy is a 
large country ... they must negotiate with Tunisia.” 

Under European law, the country that is an immigrants’ 
first stop is responsible for determining his or her status. 
France’s response was to increase patrols on the French- 
Italian border and accept only those immigrants (who 
risked their lives in small boats and had little more than 
the shirts on their backs) able to prove they were economi- 
cally self-sufficient. 

Outraged at the callous attitude, Italian interior min- 
ister Roberto Maroni mused, “I wonder if it makes sense 
to stay in the European Union ... Meglio sola che male 
accompagnata." 

Or as George Washington used to say, “Better to be alone 
than in bad company.” 

Resolutely oblivious to the buildup to “The Ist Great 
War of the 21st Century,” politicians and the media proved 
unaware of the effects of the Great Migration that would be 
set in motion by the socio-political/economic upheavals in 
the Middle East and North Africa. 

Immigration had been welcomed as a source of cheap 
labor during European boom times, but when boom turned 
to bust, it lost its luster. Racial, religious and ethnic resent- 
ments that had festered for decades turned explosive by 
2011, even before the Middle East regional wars set off the 
Great Migration. 

Declaring multiculturalism “a failure,” French Presi- 
dent Nicolas Sarkozy said, “Of course, we must all respect 
differences, but we do not want ... a society where commu- 
nities coexist side by side.” 

British Prime Minister David Cameron and German 
Chancellor Angela Merkel echoed the sentiment that mul- 
ticulturalism had “failed, totally.” 

As wars worsened and economic conditions deteriorat- 
ed, millions of displaced persons were set in motion seek- 
ing safe haven and gainful employment or both ... but they 


were forced to turn to countries that had no room for them, 
no jobs for them, and moreover, in certain cases, had their 
own citizens emigrating en masse, desperate to find safe 
haven, gainful employment or both. 

Ireland, for example, which welcomed immigrants dur- 
ing its Celtic Tiger boom (ending with the Panic of ’08) 


would become a net exporter of émigrés by 2010: 


Irish Emigration at a Record High 
The study by the Economic and Social Research 
Institute (ESRI) found that 60,000 Irish people 
emigrated abroad in the 12 months leading up to 
April of 2010. Another 40,000 are expected to emi- 
grate in the next 12 months. (24 January 2011) 


Ireland was an early warning signal of what would become 
the norm for many other economically distressed nations. 
Poor people would be trying to get out, as poorer people 
were trying to get in. While immigration had been a hot 
button for decades, the Great Migration trend would be- 
come more than a political problem, it would become a 
battle cry! 


Publisher's Note: Behind all the wars and economic data 
loomed one big, undeniable trend: the population explosion. 
World population had increased four-fold in a hundred years, 
growing from 1.75 billion to 6.9 billion people. That problem 
was as essentially unsolvable as it was obvious. 

Population "experts" trotted out data to support the be- 
lief that the planet could handle the load if only the distri- 
bution were equitable. But it wasn't equitable, nor could it 
be made equitable, since labor supply already outstripped 
demand - even in those countries that were not overpopu- 
lated — and it would only get worse, as economic conditions 
deteriorated and populations expanded. The volatility in- 
dex would rise inexorably as the cost of essential commodi- 
ties increased, while supply dwindled or became unable to 
keep pace with demand. 


The Fallout From Fallout г was a trend that was 
foreseeable and its implications predictable. 

While the trends that would culminate in “The Ist 
Great War of the 21st Century" were almost entirely man- 
made, there was also a significant one in which Mother 
Nature could serve as the scapegoat. It was a great irony 
that a major contributor to the Great Migration should be 
a nation that was not poor, that was populous but not over- 
populated, whose citizens were highly educated and high- 
tech, non-sectarian, peaceful and prosperous ... until 
Mother Nature intervened. But with or without her, it was 
inevitable; sooner or later it had to happen somewhere. 
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The Japanese earthquake and tsunami of March 2011 was 
the horrific fulfillment of a trend Gerald Celente predict- 
ed, chapter and verse. 

The following chapter “From Meltdown to Mayhem" is 
excerpted from his book Trends 2000. (Written in 1995, 
published in 1997 by Warner Books): 


FROM MELTDOWN 
TO MAYHEM 


Atomic Cafe The handwriting on the wall was not only 
in Cyrillic letters. While terrorism (authorized or unauthor- 
ized) and the scores of decrepit potential Chernobyls were 
the most obvious candidates for disaster, the threat of melt- 
down was not reserved for the former Communist world. 

New trucks develop faults, as well. From Ford to Intel 
to NASA, there has never been a manufacturer of anything 
who did not produce a lemon. Whether it's Ford recalling 
8.7 million vehicles, or Intel manufacturing 5.5 million de- 
fective Pentium computer chips, or the dozens of failed or 
exploding space launches, there has never been a fault-free 
technology. In 1995, there were 432 nuclear reactors world- 
wide and 48 under construction. 


New Delhi Closes 8 Nuclear Plants 


The government has ordered the temporary shut- 
down and inspection of India's eight nuclear power 
stations after learning that safety violations caused 


a fire at one plant. (АР, 10 July 93) 


Canadian Nuke Plant Closed 


Part of Canada's oldest nuclear plant will remain 
switched off until officials can determine what 
caused the first emergency shutdown of a com- 
mercial reactor in the country.... ^We're glad the 
system worked as it was designed to," said Hugh 
Spence, a spokesman for the Atomic Energy Con- 
trol Board. “If it hadn't, you would have a major 


event? (АР, 13 December 94) 


Reactor Cracks 
Seven US nuclear reactors have developed cracks 
and three others appear they could crack, accord- 
ing to a group of utilities that use the reactors. The 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission said the cracks 
could lead to a meltdown if earthquakes or other 
disasters strike. Two reactors in Europe and China 


also were cited for cracks. (USA Today, 1 July 94) 


But unless it is catastrophic, nuclear news doesn't make 


the junk-news circuit. It is duly reported in deceptively 
dispassionate journalese on the inner pages of the major 
national newspapers. 

You read an article here, another three weeks later, still 
another in two months, a few more over the course of the 
year. Ditto for the following year, and the year after that. 
There is enough time between incidents to keep them sep- 
arate from one another. In between, there is the custom- 
ary barrage of war, crime, earthquakes, hurricanes, floods, 
famines, epidemics, congressional scandals, environmen- 
tal disasters, and baseball strikes to diffuse the effect. 


Vital Gauge in Reactor Found Prone to Error 
Federal regulators said today that nuclear plants 
around the country were using instruments to mea- 
sure the depth of cooling water in reactors that 
were prone to error and could lead to operator er- 


ror in the event of an accident. (NYT, 30 July 92) 


Shutdowns 
Three nuclear power plants went through emer- 
р р one 
gency shutdowns Saturday — but for different rea- 


sons. (USA Today, 24 August 92) 


Uranium Leak at Tennessee Laboratory 
Brings Fears of Accidental Chain Reaction 
Uranium leaking from an old experimental reac- 
tor at the Oak Ridge National Laboratory in Ten- 
nessee has lodged in a pipe outside the reactor 
building, raising fears of an accidental nuclear 


chain reaction. (NYT, 25 November 94) 


Nuclear Safety 
Turkey Point nuclear plant operators almost shut 
down the reactors too late during Hurricane An- 
drew, couldn’t tell if radiation was being released 
and wouldn’t have been able to warn the outside 


world anyway, a federal report says. (AP, 2 April 93) 


If you were digging out the real news from under the junk 
news back in the nineties, forecasting nuclear disaster was 
like betting on the favorite in a one-horse race. 


Plutonium Poses Threat Report Says 
As much as 26 metric tons of highly radioactive 
plutonium is being stored in conditions that could 
endanger workers and “potentially threaten the pub- 
lic and surrounding environment,” says an internal 
Energy Department report.... The report identified 
299 potential risks to either workers or the public 
at the 35 sites examined. Investigators found welded 


40 


The Trends Journal • Spring 2011 


steel pipes that had ruptured ... bulging cans of in- 
cinerator ash containing plutonium; and hundreds 
of plastic containers of plutonium solution, many of 
them cracking. (AP, 11 December 94) 


Uranium Rusting in Storage Pools 
is Troubling U.S. 
Millions of pounds of highly radioactive reactor 
fuel have been sitting in Energy Department stor- 
age pools for so long they are rusting and spread- 
ing radioactivity, the Energy Department said to- 
day. (NYT, 8 December 94) 


Deadly Nuclear Waste Seems to Have 
Leaked in Washington State 


About 75,000 gallons of deadly radioactive waste 
have apparently leaked from a tank at the govern- 


ment’s Hanford Reservation in Washington State. 
(NYT, 28 December 93) 


Report Questions Safety 
An internal Energy Department report maintains 
that inept management, internal friction and work- 
er sabotage has created conditions that undermine 


safety at nuclear weapons factories, according to a 
published report. (AP, 18 April 93) 


On The Down Side. Damage and Disposal 


Despite its many benefits nuclear technology car- 
ries human and environmental risks: 

* Reactors at aging nuclear power plants can crack 
... releasing deadly radioactivity. 

* Malfunctioning equipment or mismanagement 
can cause dangerous situations, such as what hap- 
pened at ... Three Mile Island in 1979. 

* Plutonium production at nuclear weapons plants 
can cause lasting damage to the environment, pol- 
luting the air, land and water. 

At the power plants, the problem is waste dis- 
posal.... For now, most of the waste is stored in 
pools of water at the plants themselves, and the 
amount of waste nationwide has more than tripled 
since 1980 to 21,760 tons. "The destructive things 
about nuclear technology are not only bombs ... 
but the disposal of waste," says nuclear physicist 
Leo Seren. (USA Today, 2 December 92) 


In 1992, it was still possible to begin an article on 
lurking nuclear disaster with “Despite its many ben- 
efits, nuclear technology carries human and environ- 
mental risks.” This was like saying, "Despite its won- 


derful almond taste, eating cyanide is usually followed 
by death." The world had already lived through Three 
Mile Island, Chernobyl, nuclear testing in Utah, and a 
wide variety of other local nuclear mishaps with major 
consequences. 


Ukraine: Chernobyl Killed 125K 


An estimated 125 thousand people in Ukraine 
have died because of the Chernobyl nuclear disas- 
ter and disease rates have soared. (АР, 25 April 94) 


These figures were compiled nine years after the notorious 
accident. Health officials expected them to get much worse 
over time. Over two million people had been subjected to 
high doses of radiation. 

Nevertheless, as long as people were not living just down 
range, or in the affected immediate vicinity following some 


Dairy farmer Louise Ihlenfeldt values 


NUCLEAR ENERGY 


as a way to keep the 


AIR CLEAN 
(and the milk fresh) 


wu 


The nuclear power plant a mile up the road has been generating 
electricity for 19 years. The Ihlenfeldt family has been working 
their Wisconsin farm for 125. 

Nowadays, modern electrical equipment keeps the cows 
milked and the milk cold. And the nuclear plant keeps creat- 
ing electricity without creating air pollution. “We've never had 
a problem with the plant,” Louise says. “It’s a clean, safe power 
source,” 

There are over 100 nuclear plants in the US. Because they 
don’t burn anything to make electricity, they help protect our en- 
vironment and preserve our natural resources for future genera- 
tions. All while providing enough electricity for 65 million homes. 

No single source is the whole answer to America’s energy 
needs. But, as Louise Ihlenfeldt will tell you, nuclear energy is part 
of the answer. 


NUCLEAR ENERGY MEANS CLEANER AIR 
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major breakdown, they did not make a fuss. If something 
happened in the future, well, it would happen elsewhere. 
Governments and the utility industry actively encouraged 
this optimism. 

Clean air! Safe plants! Non-polluting! A protector of the 
environment! Preserver of natural resources and future gen- 
erations! Fresh, cold milk! Wow! Nuclear expert and dairy 
farmer Louise Ihlenfeldt assures us, ^We've never had a 
problem with the plant..." 

What, me worry? And until the earthquake struck, 
there'd been no trouble with the Kobe Hotel or the Santa 
Monica Freeway. 

The mighty quakes in Los Angeles and Kobe made a 
shambles of the best our modern engineers could do to 
make structures earthquake proof. Indeed, in the wake of 
these events, the nomenclature had taken a beating. Build- 
ings and structures once described as "earthquake proof" 
are now called "earthquake-resistant^ We now see what 
happens when a big tremor hits an “earthquake-resistant” 
hotel or office building or highway. 

But what does happen when one of our "safe" nuclear 
plants takes a direct hit from a 7.5 quake? Ask the US Coun- 
cil for Energy Awareness. Ask Louise ... . 

The foregoing stories represent a tiny fraction of the vol- 
ume of similar items appearing in mainstream news sources. 

Whether we ever find out about other tests is actually 
immaterial. Even with the government and industry's prov- 
en and unrelenting policy of secrecy, what was out there in 
the open for all to see was more than enough to know that 
home-based nuclear bad times were in store — if you put the 
pieces together. Most people didn't. They did not see that 
all these nuclear incidents came together, thus revealing a 
trend — a trend with an inescapable, definite, foreseeable 
conclusion: foreseeable long ago. 


NUKE -FRIED CHICKEN 


With some 440 nuclear power plants in operation, another 
210 under construction or planned, and 317 more proposed, 
which one will be the next Fukushima, Chernobyl or Three 
Mile Island? How will it be explained why this particular 
state-of-the-art, earthquake-proof, terrorist-proof, melt- 
down-resistant plant melted down despite all precautions? 
What will the excuse be when the next nuclear catas- 
trophe makes another region of the earth uninhabitable? 
Thousands, tens of thousands, hundreds of thousands will 
be forced to leave their lives behind in order to save their 
lives. Were not talking about something in a faraway land: 
it’s right next to you. Diablo Canyon, Indian Point or Saint 
Lucie - theres a nuclear plant close enough to you to kill 
you, cancer you, or turn you into a refugee if it blows. 
Imagine the hell wrought by a meltdown of California's 


Diablo Canyon nuke plant — precariously perched atop the 
San Andreas Fault - with prevailing westerly winds spreading 
nuclear death across the United States. 

It’s not a matter of odds and statistics, probability and 
chance. Conjure up what it would mean to grab your kids, 
if you can find them, trying to get out of town and praying 
that you're not fatally irradiated ... all because some greedy, 
arrogant ass from PG&E and a bunch of crooked, paid-for 
politicians did some deals. 

And it won't make you feel any better when some bureau- 
cratic wanker from the N.R.C. assures you that everything 
had been done to prevent such an accident; that the most rig- 
orous industry safety standards were not only adhered to, but 
exceeded. And it was unfortunate that, due to a confluence 
of unforeseen events, the backup systems were compromised 
... resulting in the death of loved ones or the total disruption 
of your life. 

And blow they will. We said it would happen, it happened, 
and it will happen again. 

And when it does happen again, the results will be pre- 
dictably catastrophic while the responses of the nuclear in- 
dustry will be predictably irrelevant. 

Fukushima followed the invariable script: “We believed 
we had built nuclear plants that could withstand natural di- 
sasters, but in the end this situation arose, and for that І am 
truly sorry,” was the sorry excuse given by Masataka Shimizu, 
president of Tokyo Electric Power, the owners of the plant. 

“We believed ... could withstand ... .” It was always the 
same line of indefensible defense. When nuclear plants are 
proposed, the utilities trot out experts touting the ability for 
the plant to withstand anything that Mother Nature or a freak 
accident might throw at them. And when it blows, it's “in the 
end this situation arose." 

And sure enough, even as conditions at Fukushima deteri- 
orated, the chairman of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Gregory Jaczko, was assuring Congress that American plants 
had been designed with earthquake risks in mind, they were 
not in danger and risks were generally small. 

The same old barefaced lines were still being delivered. 
Also being questioned by Congress was Charles Pardee, CEO 
of Exelon Generation, the largest nuclear operator in the US, 
who testified that the plants were designed to withstand the 
worst natural disaster observed in their locations, plus a sub- 
stantial margin. 

And so was Fukushima! “Worst natural disaster observed” 
did not mean "worst natural disaster possible." 

Meanwhile, back at ground zero, thousands of displaced, 
irradiated, and economically ruined Japanese were fleeing. 
Where would they go? Who would take them? What will they 
do? How will they earn a living? How many others will be 
displaced as the fallout spreads? 
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Though the cause of the Japanese exodus was dramati- 
cally different, it was all part of the "Great Migration" which, 
in 2011, was still not recognized as the megatrend it was. 
Fukushima was treated as a “one-off” ... a freak accident – 
terrible, but manageable. 

Life would go on, and you could even make a lot of money 
from disaster, if you were smart. At least that was the buzz 
from the business world. There was even a name for it: “Cri- 
sis Profit Potential” or “How to Make Money Out of Other 
People’s Misery.” Was this a time to go long on Japanese 
stocks? Would a great rebuilding program build prosperity? 

So conditioned and singly focused was the business com- 
munity, that the initial reaction of bottom-line-feeders to the 
earthquake was to assess its money-making possibilities. 

As the news first broke, CNBC’s Larry Kudlow put first 
things first when his co-host asked him to comment upon 
the earthquake’s impact on the stock market: 


Melissa Francis: Let’s take a look at the markets 
right now as we get close to the top of the hour 
here. You can see the Dow is trading in positive 
territory. It’s up, you know, a little more than a 
tenth of a percent, but still in positive territory. 
Three tenths of a percent for the NASDAQ. And 
look at the S&P bouncing back. It’s up about four 
tenths of a percent. All in all, the market is taking 
this [the Japanese earthquake/tsunami] in stride. 


Lawrence Kudlow: I mean, the human, the hu- 
man toll here ... looks to be much worse than the 
economic toll, and we can be grateful for that, 
and the human toll is a tragedy, we know that. 
But these markets are, all these markets, right - 
stocks, commodities, oil, gold - there is no major 
breakout or breakdown ... I have to look at that 
positive — I look at it as positive. 


With the money junkies focused on their money, politi- 
cians focused on their image and the media focused on 
increased ratings, they couldn't identify, analyze or fore- 
cast the trends leading up to the Great Migration and 
“The 1st Great War of the 21st Century.” 


Trendpost: The first “official” statements from Fukushi- 
ma claimed the leaks were “minute ... there is no sign that 
radiation has been emitted outside,” and there were “no 
immediate health hazards.” 

In the frantic first days of news coverage, nuclear experts 
determined that there was a 24- to 48-hour window to con- 
tain the emergency and prevent it from devolving into a 
meltdown. Following a series of explosions and unconvinc- 


ing attempts to assuage fears, potassium iodide sales soared 
on America’s west coast, downwind of the fallout. As weeks 
went by, heightened levels of radiation provoked food bans 
and other safety measures. 

By the time Fukushima was elevated to Level 7, the 
highest level on the International Nuclear Event Scale, a 
Chernobyl-strength accident, the demand for radioactive 
cleansing and preventive measures — gear, equipment and 
radiation-free food and water — marked the early stages of 
a substantial trend. It should be noted that while there is 
a huge disparity in assessment of the number of fatalities 
tied to Chernobyl, it is generally accepted as being over a 
hundred thousand, and growing as long-term victims are 
tied to the accident. 

With Chernobyl as the point of reference, a sizable seg- 
ment of the public will rightfully consider itself endangered, 
and will seek both mainstream modalities and whole health 
healing preventatives. Those providing such products and 
services may consider themselves on the cutting edge of a 
long-term growth industry. 

Buyer beware. Which products provide effective protec- 
tion is, at this juncture, unknown. A high dose of radiation 
is probably irreversible and lethal. The long-term dangers 
posed by lesser and/or cumulative doses are not fully un- 
derstood or agreed upon by scientists. Decades of misinfor- 
mation, disinformation and lack of information from gov- 
ernments, nuclear agencies and credentialed authorities 
with direct or covert stakes in the nuclear industry make it 
impossible to gauge the real risks of exposure. 

Other aspects of the meltdown-engendered trend — such 
as the demand for clean food (unirradiated, pesticide free, 
genetically unmodified, and brought to market uncontami- 
nated) — were already in a strong growth cycle. 


"The 1* Great War of the 21°: Century" 


А New Year rung in with cautious optimism rang out its 
first month in riots and a cascade of revolutions. Tuni- 
sia, Egypt, Yemen, Bahrain, Libya, Oman, Syria ... and 
more to come. By March, earthquakes, tsunamis, nuclear 
meltdown and the early waves of the Great Migration por- 
tended a year like no other in recent history. Oil and food 
prices were heading back to all-time highs while gold and 
silver were breaking records as the dollar headed toward 
new lows. With the never-ending supply of cheap-money 
liquidity flowing out of the US and EU’s central banks, eco- 
nomic conditions appeared somewhat stabilized, but would 
deteriorate as interest rates rose and money flows slowed. 

Taken separately, the facts and stats were already suf- 
ficiently alarming, but only when the connections were 
made did it all add up to the Great War. 

Would it be a fight to the finish between the fading 
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US Superpower vs. China and/or Russia? Would it be an 
“Axis of Evil" vs. a “Coalition of the Virtuous?” 

“The Ist Great War of the 21st Century” will not be 
defined and waged simply as a conflict between two great, 
polarized powers and their allies. While this may be a 
major aspect of it, “The Ist Great War” will manifest as 
the World at War: class wars, tax wars, ethnic wars, civil 
wars, territorial wars, resource wars ... and religious wars. 


I would like to subscribe to the Trends Journal.® Each year I will 
receive four (4) issues plus intermittent Trend Alerts.® 


Online Edition: Оі year $99 U2 years $175 Оз years $225 
Print & Online Edition: BD] 1 year $185 О > years $249 Оз years $349 
Outside the US, please add $25 per year (for print edition subscription only) 


To renew online, go to www.trendsresearch.com and click “Trends 
Journal" To renew by mail, send payment to: 


The Trends Research Institute 


Р.О. Box 3476, Kingston, NY 12402 
845 331-3500 


"Military Lemmings" 


RENDS JOURNAL PUT YOUR MONEY WHERE YOUR MIND IS® 


a -— — 
„ы ii 
Mur ae M 


The trend is developing before our eyes, only it is not being 
recognized as the trend it is. 

What will these wars look like? We see it already. Stu- 
dents on the ground, protesters in the square, fighter jets 
in the air, drones from afar, and somewhere in the foresee- 
able future, bio-chem weapons, dirty bombs and nuclear 
bombs. 
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